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House of Representatives
The House met at 10 a.m. and was

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SIMPSON).

f

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 20, 2001.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MICHAEL K.
SIMPSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

f

PRAYER

Dr. Harold Bales, District Super-
intendent, United Methodist Church,
Salisbury, North Carolina, offered the
following prayer:

Eternal God, when we lift our eyes to
spacious skies, we know that You are
there.

When as if two lightning bolts slice
hotly through the high places and
plunge us by the thousands into mol-
ten, crushing caverns, we know that
You are there.

When heroic spirits, roused to action,
steer a chariot meant for evil to the
right and make a crater of courage in
the rich soil of freedom, we know that
You are planted there as if a seed, the
seed of life.

When wild barbarians spur their mur-
derous winged mount into the encamp-
ment of those who serve when called to
liberating strife, we know that You are
there.

And when representative forces of
freedom meet to do their civilizing
work, grant, O God, not only Your
blessing on their work but grant Your
presence there.

So please, God, bless this House and
those within it, that through its ac-
tions and by Your presence here, jus-

tice, mercy, love, and peace may come
to reign in every house upon this earth.

Amen.

f

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from New York (Mr.
MCNULTY) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. MCNULTY led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a concurrent resolution of
the House of the following title:

H. Con. Res. 231. Concurrent resolution
providing for a joint session of Congress to
receive a message from the President.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed concurrent resolu-
tions of the following titles in which
the concurrence of the House is re-
quested:

S. Con. Res. 67. Concurrent resolution per-
mitting the Chairman of the Committee on
Rules and Administration of the Senate to
designate another member of the Committee
to serve on the Joint Committee on Printing
in place of the Chairman.

S. Con. Res. 68. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for members on the part of the Senate
of the Joint Committee on Printing and the
Joint Committee of Congress on the Library.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair desires to announce that the
practice of reserving seats prior to the
Joint Session by placard will not be al-
lowed.

Members may reserve their seats by
physical presence only, following the
security sweep of the Chamber.

f

WELCOMING DR. HAROLD BALES,
DISTRICT SUPERINTENDENT,
UNITED METHODIST CHURCH,
SALISBURY, NORTH CAROLINA

(Mrs. MYRICK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, it is a
true honor for me to have Dr. Harold
Bales here to offer prayer to us at this
most difficult time in our Nation’s his-
tory.

Dr. Bales and his wife, Judy, have
been friends of my husband, Ed, and
myself for over 20 years, as well as pas-
tor. Judy and their daughter,
Suzannah, are here with him today.

He has served in many capacities in
the Methodist Church, from being a
pastor to organizing the World’s Fair
in Knoxville to administrative posi-
tions; and many years ago in Char-
lotte, he was among the first to recog-
nize our growing problem with home-
less people. And our church, First
United Methodist, was among the first
to start a program uptown to help. He
was also instrumental in building our
homeless shelter.

When tornados raked through North
and South Carolina in 1986, Harold was
one of the first responders, not only
with spiritual leadership, but also in a
relief and recovery effort in the base-
ment of First Methodist, over a hun-
dred miles away.

Recently he has battled cancer, but
that has not stopped him from caring
and working for others. Harold relieves
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many tense situations with his wonder-
ful sense of humor. He always makes
everyone feel comfortable, and he has
always got a real story to tell that is
funny as the dickens.

He also writes poetry. One of his
masterpieces is called Ode to Okra.
Yes, that is the vegetable. Harold loves
okra.

As an instrument of reconciliation,
Harold has repeatedly brought together
people of diverse beliefs and different
factions to celebrate their similarities
in honor of God. His surgeon, who coin-
cidentally was also my surgeon for
breast cancer, recently shared some-
thing with me. She has become a dear
friend, also.

Dr. Teresa Flippo told me that he al-
ways had an aura of calm about him.
Whenever he would come in and when
she would go in to see him, he would
end up ministering to her and really
being concerned about all the stresses
that she underwent in her profession,
had far more concern for her than he
did for his own condition.

That is Dr. Bales, a true servant of
God.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The Chair will entertain 10
one-minute speeches per side.

f

HELPING CHILDREN AFFECTED BY
SEPTEMBER 11 TERRORISM

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, in
scenes worse than a horror movie,
Americans witnessed hijacked planes
slam into the World Trade Center and
the Pentagon and fall to the ground in
Pittsburgh. In the blink of an eye,
thousands of lives were snatched and
Americans lost our sense of safety.

For millions who watched the car-
nage, the harrowing images will be im-
printed forever in our memory. But for
the children who lost a parent in this
catastrophic act of terror, their lives
will never be the same again.

Today, I am proud to join my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE), in introducing H.
Con. Res. 228. This resolution calls for
immediate benefits for children who
lost one or both parents or guardians
in the multiple tragedies.

H. Con. Res. 228 will ensure that serv-
ices for these children will include, but
not be limited to, foster care, medical
assistance, and psychological services
which they so desperately need.

All the money and the services in the
world could never replace the loss of
their loved ones. But although money
cannot heal their scars, with the pas-
sage of this resolution, we can begin to
bandage their deep wound.

I hope our colleagues sign on to H.
Con. Res. 228.

HELPING AIRLINES TO RECOVER

(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker,
every day for the past 8 days, we have
watched with deep respect and grati-
tude as our firefighters, emergency
medical personnel, police, soldiers,
counselors, and volunteers rescued and
then continued the search and the
clearing of the debris of the buildings
and lives left by the terrorists.

This morning, I want to especially
recognize another group of brave and
caring people, our airline pilots, cock-
pit crews, and flight attendants who
went back to work and continue to
work every day to get us to our des-
tinations safely and comfortably.

Thank you to those at American who
took me to mine last weekend and
those at all of the other airlines which
serve the many cities in all of our dis-
tricts.

In a few days, we will have the oppor-
tunity to really show our gratitude and
pass a package to keep our planes fly-
ing and thousands of people in the jobs
they need so they can provide for
themselves and their families. Let us
do it.

f

KEEPING FOCUSED ON KEEPING
AMERICA STRONG

(Mr. OSBORNE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, this
past week the response of Congress and
the American people has been tremen-
dous. We have seen patriotism, biparti-
sanship, and spiritual renewal, which
has been unprecedented in our lifetime.

The focus of Congress has been on the
best interests of the country, not on
personal ambition or party superiority.
The key question is this: What will our
focus be next week, next month, and
next year?

The best thing that we can do as a
Congress to combat terrorism is to,
first, display unity of purpose, to serve
the national interests above all else;
second, provide total commitment,
staying power over the coming months
and years. This is not going to be a
sprint; it is going to be an endurance
race. And victory will not go to the
swiftest, but to those who have the
most resolve and the most commit-
ment.

Third, I think we must support the
administration and the military and
avoid micromanaging. We cannot be-
come military and tactical experts
from this floor.

The Nation will be watching. Our en-
emies will be watching. Congress will
set the tone, one way or another.

f

A TIME FOR WAR

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1

minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, as was
written long ago, there is a time for ev-
erything, and a season for every activ-
ity under heaven; a time to be born,
and a time to die; a time to tear down,
and a time to build; a time for war, and
a time for peace.

Tonight, as our American President
will again walk the blue carpet of this
Chamber to lead our Nation in a time
of war, my hope and my prayer, Mr.
Speaker, is that this President will re-
flect the heart of the American people
from this Chamber. I know there is a
need to plan, to prepare, to deploy. But
justice is inherently impatient, and so
am I.

Mr. Speaker, I pray that the Presi-
dent knows in the defense of our Na-
tion, now is the time to tear down. Now
is the time for war.

f

REOPENING AMERICA’S AIRPORT

(Ms. NORTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, Amer-
ica’s airport, National Airport, remains
closed as a lasting symbol of the at-
tack of September 11. Until it is
opened, the terrorists have a tem-
porary victory.

I would be the last to want us to be
reckless. Not only do I live here, 600,000
people whom I represent live here. But
they want this airport opened with se-
curity, and so does America. Part of
the problem may be that there are so
many issues with which our country
must cope that National Airport may
not be getting the attention it de-
serves.

The Congress and the administration
must focus on National Airport be-
cause of what it means, not to the cap-
ital of the United States, but to our
country. As immediate steps, the rec-
ommendation that the shuttles be
opened is most important, because it
would unite Washington with New
York and Boston, the two cities that
were the objects of attack.

We must make National Airport a
pilot for airport security for the Na-
tion. To be sure, many jobs and the
economy of this city and region are at
stake. More important, opening the
airport would be a giant symbol of our
willingness to fight back.

f

b 1015

UNITED STATES SHOULD NOT
OVERREACT

(Mr. DUNCAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, the at-
tacks of last week were the most evil,
tragic actions ever carried out in this
country.

I have said many times that we need
to take the strongest possible action
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against bin Laden and other terrorists.
However, we must be very careful not
to overreact. If we go overboard and
have an almost panic-type reaction, we
will be doing just what the terrorist
want us to do.

The Wall Street Journal reports
today that bin Laden’s fortune is no-
where close to the $300 million stated
in some stories, that his fortune has
been wildly exaggerated, and bin
Laden’s network is a ‘‘primitive and
cheap force.’’ Besides that, we have
just appropriated $40 billion in emer-
gency funding, and today we start on a
bill to give the military the biggest in-
crease in history following 6 straight
years of multi-billion dollar increases.

I believe bin Laden has probably been
shocked by the worldwide condemna-
tion he received even from people and
countries he probably thought would
support him. We need to take the ter-
rorists’ threats very seriously, but it
would be a very bad mistake to greatly
overreact. We need to carry on the
other functions of government too, and
as President Bush has urged, try to get
back to normal as soon as we possibly
can.

f

AWARDING CONGRESSIONAL GOLD
MEDALS

(Mr. TANCREDO asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, there
are countless heroes that have emerged
from this tragedy, firefighters, police
and others who have offered themselves
in aid to their fellow citizens; but a few
have risen even above those, and these
are the folks that through their acts of
incredible valor actually saved the
lives of countless others. They are Jer-
emy Glick, Todd Beamer, Tom Bur-
nett, and Mark Bingham and the other
members of the crew and passengers of
Flight 93 that were hijacked.

These people did something so ex-
traordinary that it deserves the atten-
tion of this Congress. The way we are
able to provide that attention is to
award them and the other members of
the crew and the passengers of that
plane who participated in the events
that prevented that plane from reach-
ing its ultimate destination and killing
who knows how many other people. We
should, in fact, therefore, bestow on
them the Congressional Gold Medal.

Mr. Speaker, I am introducing legis-
lation today for that purpose, and I en-
courage all of my colleagues to join me
in that effort.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Pursuant to clause 8, rule
XX, the Chair announces that he will
postpone further proceedings today on
each motion to suspend the rules on
which a recorded vote or the yeas and
nays are ordered, or on which the vote
is objected to under clause 6, rule XX.

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after debate has
concluded on all motions to suspend
the rules, but not before noon today.

f

AMENDING CHARTER OF SOUTH-
EASTERN UNIVERSITY OF THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2061) to amend the charter of
Southeastern University of the District
of Columbia.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 2061

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. AMENDMENTS TO CHARTER OF

SOUTHEASTERN UNIVERSITY RE-
GARDING BOARD OF TRUSTEES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3 of the Act enti-
tled ‘‘An Act for the relief of the South-
eastern University of the Young Men’s Chris-
tian Association of the District of Colum-
bia’’, approved August 19, 1937 (50 Stat. 697),
as amended by section 1 of the Act entitled
‘‘An Act to amend the charter of South-
eastern University of the District of Colum-
bia’’, approved October 10, 1966 (80 Stat. 883),
is amended—

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘, one-
third of whom’’ and all that follows and in-
serting a period; and

(2) in the second sentence, by striking
‘‘elected for a term’’ and inserting ‘‘elected
by the board for a term’’.

(b) TREATMENT OF CURRENT TRUSTEES.—
The amendment made by subsection (a) shall
not affect the term of office of any indi-
vidual serving on the Board of Trustees of
Southeastern University as of the date of the
enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA) and the gen-
tlewoman from the District of Colum-
bia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 2061.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Maryland?

There was no objection.
Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, our colleague and rank-

ing member of the subcommittee of the
District of Columbia, the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON), introduced H.R. 2061 on June
5, 2001. The subcommittee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia considered and
marked up the bill on June 26, and the
legislation was considered and ordered
reported by the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform on July 25.

H.R. 2061 amends the charter of
Southeastern University of the District
of Columbia and removes a provision in
its charter requiring that one-third of
the board of trustees of the university

be alumni of the university. This provi-
sion would enable the university to at-
tract a wider pool of nominees to the
board.

I want to thank the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON) for introducing this legisla-
tion on behalf of the president and
board of directors of Southeastern Uni-
versity. I also want to recognize the
dedicated work of Dr. Charlene Drew
Jarvis, who has headed Southeastern
University and brought it to the level
of recognition that it enjoys today.

Mr. Speaker, I urge our colleagues to
support H.R. 2061, a bill to amend the
charter of Southeastern University of
the District of Columbia, which was in-
corporated by an act of Congress in
1937, giving it the flexibility to appoint
its board of directors from a larger
group of candidates.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2061, legislation I introduced on June 5,
2001, to remove the provision of South-
eastern University charter requiring
that one-third of the board of trustees
be Southeastern alumni.

Southeastern University President
Charlene Drew Jarvis and the board of
trustees asked me to introduce this
corrective measure. The bill unani-
mously passed in both the sub-
committee of the District of Columbia
and the full Committee on Government
Reform.

Mr. Speaker, I want to express my
appreciation to the Chair of the sub-
committee for the District of Colum-
bia, the gentlewoman from Maryland
(Mrs. MORELLA), for her support of H.R.
2061 and for her continuing support of
all we do in the District of Columbia.

Southeastern University was incor-
porated in the District of Columbia by
an act of Congress on October 19, 1937.
Its charter contains a provision requir-
ing that one-third of the University’s
board of trustees be alumni. On Sep-
tember 9, 1997, I received letters from
Southeastern University President
Charlene Drew Jarvis and board of
trustees Chair Elizabeth Lisboa-Farrow
asking that I introduce legislation to
remove this provision.

President Jarvis and the board of
trustees would like this provision re-
moved in order to let the university
draw from a wider pool of potential
board nominees. Because the univer-
sity was incorporated by an act of Con-
gress, only the Congress can effectuate
this change.

Southeastern University is an impor-
tant and productive institution which
contributes to higher education and
the economy of the District of Colum-
bia by offering undergraduate and
graduate degrees geared specifically to
the needs of working professionals such
as accounting, banking, business man-
agement, computer science, informa-
tion systems management, health serv-
ices administration, government man-
agement, marketing and taxation.
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Under the able leadership of

Southeastern’s president, Dr. Charlene
Drew Jarvis, who formerly served with
distinction as a member of our city
council for 17 years, the university has
emerged from past difficulties and
reached many milestones.

For example, in 1997, the Consortium
of Universities of the Washington Met-
ropolitan Area admitted Southeastern
to its membership. Since Ms. Jarvis
has been president, Southeastern’s en-
rollment has doubled. Southeastern
has developed productive partnerships
with local businesses that foster com-
munity involvement, while at the same
time promoting educational achieve-
ment. One such partnership is D.C.
Link and Learn, a technological train-
ing center founded with Southeastern’s
help near Southeastern’s main campus.
In addition, Southeastern has obtained
cooperative agreements with the Wash-
ington Teachers’ Union and the Great-
er Washington Society of Certified
Public Accountants to create partner-
ships in support of professional devel-
opment programs.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2061 will allow
Southeastern to complement these and
other efforts under way to strengthen
the university’s role in the life of the
District of Columbia. I urge my col-
leagues to support this corrective
measure.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests to speak on this
very important bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 2061.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2061.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FAMILY
COURT ACT OF 2001

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2657) to amend title 11, District of
Columbia Code, to redesignate the
Family Division of the Superior Court
of the District of Columbia as the Fam-
ily Court of the Superior Court, to re-
cruit and retain trained and experi-
enced judges to serve in the Family
Court, to promote consistency and effi-
ciency in the assignment of judges to
the Family Court and in the consider-
ation of actions and proceedings in the
Family Court, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 2657

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘District of

Columbia Family Court Act of 2001’’.
SEC. 2. REDESIGNATION OF FAMILY DIVISION AS

FAMILY COURT OF THE SUPERIOR
COURT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11–902, District of
Columbia Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:
‘‘§ 11–902. Organization of the court

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Superior Court
shall consist of the Family Court of the Su-
perior Court and the following divisions of
the Superior Court:

‘‘(1) The Civil Division.
‘‘(2) The Criminal Division.
‘‘(3) The Probate Division.
‘‘(4) The Tax Division.
‘‘(b) BRANCHES.—The divisions of the Supe-

rior Court may be divided into such branches
as the Superior Court may by rule prescribe.

‘‘(c) DESIGNATION OF PRESIDING JUDGE OF
FAMILY COURT.—The chief judge of the Supe-
rior Court shall designate one of the judges
assigned to the Family Court of the Superior
Court to serve as the presiding judge of the
Family Court of the Superior Court.

‘‘(d) JURISDICTION DESCRIBED.—The Family
Court shall have exclusive jurisdiction over
the actions, applications, determinations,
adjudications, and proceedings described in
section 11–1101, except that those actions
within the jurisdiction of the Domestic Vio-
lence Unit (a section of the Civil Division,
Criminal Division, and the Family Court)
pursuant to Administrative Order No. 96–25
(October 31, 1996) shall remain in that Unit.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER
9.—Section 11–906(b), District of Columbia
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘the Family
Court and’’ before ‘‘the various divisions’’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER
11.—(1) The heading for chapter 11 of title 11,
District of Columbia, is amended by striking
‘‘FAMILY DIVISION’’ and inserting ‘‘FAMILY
COURT’’.

(2) Section 11–1101, District of Columbia
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Family Divi-
sion’’ and inserting ‘‘Family Court’’.

(3) The item relating to chapter 11 in the
table of chapters for title 11, District of Co-
lumbia, is amended by striking ‘‘FAMILY DI-
VISION’’ and inserting ‘‘FAMILY COURT’’.

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 16.—
(1) CALCULATION OF CHILD SUPPORT.—Sec-

tion 16–916.1(o)(6), District of Columbia Code,
is amended by striking ‘‘Family Division’’
and inserting ‘‘Family Court of the Superior
Court’’.

(2) EXPEDITED JUDICIAL HEARING OF CASES
BROUGHT BEFORE HEARING COMMISSIONERS.—
Section 16–924, District of Columbia Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘Family Division’’ each
place it appears in subsections (a) and (f) and
inserting ‘‘Family Court’’.

(3) GENERAL REFERENCES TO PROCEEDINGS.—
Chapter 23 of title 16, District of Columbia
Code, is amended by inserting after section
16–2301 the following new section:
‘‘§ 16–2301.1. References deemed to refer to

Family Court of the Superior Court
‘‘Upon the effective date of the District of

Columbia Family Court Act of 2001, any ref-
erence in this chapter or any other Federal
or District of Columbia law, Executive order,
rule, regulation, delegation of authority, or
any document of or pertaining to the Family
Division of the Superior Court of the District
of Columbia shall be deemed to refer to the
Family Court of the Superior Court of the
District of Columbia.’’.

(4) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for subchapter I of chapter 23 of
title 16, District of Columbia, is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section
16–2301 the following new item:
‘‘16–2301.1. References deemed to refer to

Family Court of the Superior
Court.’’

SEC. 3. APPOINTMENT AND ASSIGNMENT OF
JUDGES; NUMBER AND QUALIFICA-
TIONS.

(a) NUMBER OF JUDGES FOR FAMILY COURT;
QUALIFICATIONS AND TERMS OF SERVICE.—
Chapter 9 of title 11, District of Columbia
Code, is amended by inserting after section
11–908 the following new section:

‘‘§ 11–908A. Special rules regarding assign-
ment and service of judges of Family Court
‘‘(a) NUMBER OF JUDGES.—The number of

judges serving on the Family Court of the
Superior Court at any time may not be—

‘‘(1) less than the number of judges deter-
mined by the chief judge of the Superior
Court to be needed to serve on the Family
Court under the transition plan for the Fam-
ily Court prepared and submitted to the
President and Congress under section 3(b) of
the District of Columbia Family Court Act
of 2001; or

‘‘(2) greater than 15.
‘‘(b) QUALIFICATIONS.—The chief judge may

not assign an individual to serve on the
Family Court of the Superior Court unless—

‘‘(1) the individual has training or exper-
tise in family law;

‘‘(2) the individual certifies to the chief
judge that the individual intends to serve
the full term of service, except that this
paragraph shall not apply with respect to in-
dividuals serving as senior judges under sec-
tion 11–1504; and

‘‘(3) the individual certifies to the chief
judge that the individual will participate in
the ongoing training programs carried out
for judges of the Family Court under section
11–1104(c).

‘‘(c) TERM OF SERVICE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in

paragraph (2), an individual assigned to serve
as a judge of the Family Court of the Supe-
rior Court shall serve for a term of 5 years.

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR JUDGES SERVING ON
SUPERIOR COURT ON DATE OF ENACTMENT OF
FAMILY COURT ACT.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An individual assigned
to serve as a judge of the Family Court of
the Superior Court who is serving as a judge
of the Superior Court on the date of the en-
actment of the District of Columbia Family
Court Act of 2001 shall serve for a term of not
fewer than 3 years.

‘‘(B) REDUCTION OF PERIOD FOR JUDGES
SERVING IN FAMILY DIVISION.—In the case of a
judge of the Superior Court who is serving as
a judge in the Family Division of the Court
on the date of the enactment of the District
of Columbia Family Court Act of 2001, the 3-
year term applicable under subparagraph (A)
shall be reduced by the length of any period
of consecutive service as a judge in such Di-
vision as of the date of the enactment of
such Act.

‘‘(3) ASSIGNMENT FOR ADDITIONAL SERVICE.—
After the term of service of a judge of the
Family Court (as described in paragraph (1)
or paragraph (2)) expires, at the judge’s re-
quest the judge may be assigned for addi-
tional service on the Family Court for a pe-
riod of such duration (consistent with sec-
tion 431(c) of the District of Columbia Home
Rule Act) as the chief judge may provide.

‘‘(4) PERMITTING SERVICE ON FAMILY COURT
FOR ENTIRE TERM.—At the request of the
judge, a judge may serve as a judge of the
Family Court for the judge’s entire term of
service as a judge of the Superior Court
under section 431(c) of the District of Colum-
bia Home Rule Act.

‘‘(d) REASSIGNMENT TO OTHER DIVISIONS.—
The chief judge may reassign a judge of the
Family Court to any division of the Superior
Court if the chief judge determines that the
judge is unable to continue serving in the
Family Court.’’.

(b) PLAN FOR FAMILY COURT TRANSITION.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days

after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the chief judge of the Superior Court of the
District of Columbia shall prepare and sub-
mit to the President and Congress a transi-
tion plan for the Family Court of the Supe-
rior Court, and shall include in the plan the
following:

(A) The chief judge’s determination of the
number of judges needed to serve on the
Family Court.

(B) The chief judge’s determination of the
role and function of the presiding judge of
the Family Court.

(C) The chief judge’s determination of the
number of magistrate judges of the Family
Court needed for appointment under section
11–1732, District of Columbia Code.

(D) The chief judge’s determination of the
appropriate functions of such magistrate
judges, together with the compensation of
and other personnel matters pertaining to
such magistrate judges.

(E) A plan for case flow, case management,
and staffing needs (including the needs for
both judicial and nonjudicial personnel) for
the Family Court.

(F) A description of how the Superior
Court will meet the requirements of section
11–1104(a), District of Columbia Code (as
added by section 4(a)), regarding the promul-
gation of rules to enforce the ‘‘one family,
one judge’’ requirement for cases and pro-
ceedings in the Family Court.

(G) An analysis of the needs of the Family
Court for space, equipment, and other phys-
ical plant requirements, as determined in
consultation with the Administrator of Gen-
eral Services.

(H) An analysis of the success of the use of
magistrate judges under the expedited ap-
pointment procedures established under sec-
tion 6(d) in reducing the number of pending
actions and proceedings within the jurisdic-
tion of the Family Court (as described in sec-
tion 11–902(d), District of Columbia, as
amended by subsection (a)).

(I) Consistent with the requirements of
paragraph (2), a proposal and timetable for
the disposition of actions and proceedings
pending in the Family Division of the Supe-
rior Court as of the date of the enactment of
this Act (together with actions and pro-
ceedings described in section 11–1101, District
of Columbia Code, which were initiated in
the Family Division but remain pending in
other Divisions of the Superior Court as of
such date) in a manner consistent with appli-
cable Federal and District of Columbia law
and best practices, including (but not limited
to) best practices developed by the American
Bar Association and the National Council of
Juvenile and Family Court Judges.

(2) DISPOSITION AND TRANSFER OF PENDING
ACTIONS AND PROCEEDINGS.—The chief judge
of the Superior Court shall take such actions
as may be necessary to provide for the ear-
liest practicable disposition of actions and
proceedings pending in the Family Division
of the Superior Court as of the date of the
enactment of this Act (together with actions
and proceedings described in section 11–1101,
District of Columbia Code, which were initi-
ated in the Family Division but remain
pending in other Divisions of the Superior
Court as of such date), but in no event may
any such action or proceeding remain pend-
ing longer than 18 months after the date the
chief judge submits the transition plan re-
quired under paragraph (1) to the President
and Congress.

(3) TRANSFER OF ACTIONS AND PRO-
CEEDINGS.—The chief judge of the Superior
Court shall take such steps as may be re-
quired to ensure that each action or pro-
ceeding within the jurisdiction of the Family
Court of the Superior Court (as described in
section 11–902(d), District of Columbia Code,

as amended by subsection (a)) which is pend-
ing as of the effective date described in sec-
tion 9 is transferred or otherwise assigned to
the Family Court immediately upon such
date.

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE OF IMPLEMENTATION OF
PLAN.—The chief judge of the Superior Court
may not take any action to implement the
transition plan under this subsection until
the expiration of the 30-day period which be-
gins on the date the chief judge submits the
plan to the President and Congress under
paragraph (1).

(c) TRANSITION TO APPROPRIATE NUMBER OF
JUDGES.—

(1) ANALYSIS BY CHIEF JUDGE OF SUPERIOR
COURT.—The chief judge of the Superior
Court of the District of Columbia shall in-
clude in the transition plan prepared under
subsection (b)—

(A) the chief judge’s determination of the
number of individuals serving as judges of
the Superior Court who meet the qualifica-
tions for judges of the Family Court of the
Superior Court under section 11–908A, Dis-
trict of Columbia Code (as added by sub-
section (a)); and

(B) if the chief judge determines that the
number of individuals described in subpara-
graph (A) is less than the number of individ-
uals the chief judge is required to assign to
the Family Court under such section, a re-
quest that the President appoint (in accord-
ance with section 433 of the District of Co-
lumbia Home Rule Act) such additional num-
ber of individuals to serve on the Superior
Court who meet the qualifications for judges
of the Family Court under such section as
may be required to enable the chief judge to
make the required number of assignments.

(2) ONE-TIME APPOINTMENT OF ADDITIONAL
JUDGES TO SUPERIOR COURT FOR SERVICE ON
FAMILY COURT.—If the President receives a
request from the chief judge of the Superior
Court of the District of Columbia under
paragraph (1)(B), the President (in accord-
ance with section 433 of the District of Co-
lumbia Home Rule Act) shall appoint addi-
tional judges to the Superior Court who
meet the qualifications for judges of the
Family Court in a number equal to the num-
ber of additional appointments so requested
by the chief judge, and each judge so ap-
pointed shall be assigned by the chief judge
to serve on the Family Court of the Superior
Court.

(3) ROLE OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA JUDICIAL
NOMINATION COMMISSION.—For purposes of
section 434(d)(1) of the District of Columbia
Home Rule Act, the submission of a request
from the chief judge of the Superior Court of
the District of Columbia under paragraph
(1)(B) shall be deemed to create a number of
vacancies in the position of judge of the Su-
perior Court equal to the number of addi-
tional appointments so requested by the
chief judge. In carrying out this paragraph,
the District of Columbia Judicial Nomina-
tion Commission shall recruit individuals for
possible nomination and appointment to the
Superior Court who meet the qualifications
for judges of the Family Court of the Supe-
rior Court.

(4) JUDGES APPOINTED UNDER ONE-TIME AP-
POINTMENT PROCEDURES NOT TO COUNT
AGAINST LIMIT ON NUMBER OF SUPERIOR COURT
JUDGES.—Any judge who is appointed to the
Superior Court of the District of Columbia
pursuant to the one-time appointment proce-
dures under this subsection for assignment
to the Family Court of the Superior Court
shall be appointed without regard to the
limit on the number of judges of the Supe-
rior Court under section 11–903, District of
Columbia Code. Any judge who is appointed
to the Superior Court under any procedures
other than the one-time appointment proce-
dures under this subsection shall count

against such limit, without regard to wheth-
er or not the judge is appointed to replace a
judge appointed under the one-time appoint-
ment procedures under this subsection or is
otherwise assigned to the Family Court of
the Superior Court.

(d) REPORT BY COMPTROLLER GENERAL.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years

after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Comptroller General shall prepare and
submit to Congress and the chief judge of the
Superior Court of the District of Columbia a
report on the implementation of this Act (in-
cluding the effect of the transition plan
under subsection (b) on the implementation
of this Act), and shall include in the report
the following:

(A) An analysis of the procedures used to
make the initial appointments of judges of
the Family Court under this Act and the
amendments made by this Act, including an
analysis of the time required to make such
appointments and the effect of the qualifica-
tion requirements for judges of the Court (in-
cluding requirements relating to the length
of service on the Court) on the time required
to make such appointments.

(B) An analysis of the impact of magistrate
judges for the Family Court (including the
expedited initial appointment of magistrate
judges for the Court under section 6(d)) on
the workload of judges and other personnel
of the Court.

(C) An analysis of the number of judges
needed for the Family Court, including an
analysis of how the number may be affected
by the qualification requirements for judges,
the availability of magistrate judges, and
other provisions of this Act or the amend-
ments made by this Act.

(D) An analysis of the timeliness of the
resolution and disposition of pending actions
and proceedings required under the transi-
tion plan (as described in subsection (b)(1)(I)
and (b)(2)), including an analysis of the effect
of the availability of magistrate judges on
the time required to resolve and dispose of
such actions and proceedings.

(2) SUBMISSION TO CHIEF JUDGE OF SUPERIOR
COURT.—Prior to submitting the report under
paragraph (1) to Congress, the Comptroller
General shall provide a preliminary version
of the report to the chief judge of the Supe-
rior Court and shall take any comments and
recommendations of the chief judge into con-
sideration in preparing the final version of
the report.

(e) ONGOING REPORTS ON PENDING CASES
AND PROCEEDINGS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The chief judge of the Su-
perior Court of the District of Columbia
shall submit a status report to the President
and Congress on the disposition of actions
and proceedings pending in the Family Divi-
sion of the Superior Court as of the date of
the enactment of this Act (together with ac-
tions and proceedings described in section
11–1101, District of Columbia Code, which
were initiated in the Family Division but re-
main pending in other Divisions of the Supe-
rior Court as of such date) and the extent to
which the Court is in compliance with the
requirements of this Act regarding the time-
table for the disposition of such actions and
proceedings.

(2) TIMING OF REPORTS.—The chief judge of
the Superior Court shall submit the report
required under paragraph (1) not later than 6
months after submitting the transition plan
under subsection (b) and every 6 months
thereafter until the final disposition or
transfer to the Family Court of all of the ac-
tions and proceedings described in such para-
graph.

(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The first
sentence of section 11–908(a), District of Co-
lumbia Code, is amended by striking ‘‘The
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chief judge’’ and inserting ‘‘Subject to sec-
tion 11–908A, the chief judge’’.

(g) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for chapter 9 of title 11, District of
Columbia Code, is amended by inserting
after the item relating to section 11–908 the
following new item:
‘‘11–908A. Special rules regarding assignment

and service of judges of Family
Court.’’.

SEC. 4. IMPROVING ADMINISTRATION OF CASES
AND PROCEEDINGS IN FAMILY
COURT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 11 of title 11, Dis-
trict of Columbia, is amended by adding at
the end the following new sections:
‘‘§ 11–1102. Use of alternative dispute resolu-

tion
‘‘To the greatest extent practicable and

safe, cases and proceedings in the Family
Court of the Superior Court shall be resolved
through alternative dispute resolution proce-
dures, in accordance with such rules as the
Superior Court may promulgate.
‘‘§ 11–1103. Standards of practice for ap-

pointed counsel
‘‘The Superior Court shall establish stand-

ards of practice for attorneys appointed as
counsel in the Family Court of the Superior
Court.
‘‘§ 11–1104. Administration

‘‘(a) ‘ONE FAMILY, ONE JUDGE’ REQUIRE-
MENT FOR CASES AND PROCEEDINGS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Superior Court shall
promulgate rules for the Family Court which
require all issues within the jurisdiction of
the Family Court concerning one family or
one child to be decided by one judge, to the
greatest extent practicable, feasible, and
lawful.

‘‘(2) SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS.—Under the
rules promulgated by the Superior Court
under paragraph (1), to the greatest extent
practicable, feasible, and lawful—

‘‘(A) if an individual who is a party to an
action or proceeding assigned to the Family
Court has an immediate family or household
member who is a party to another action or
proceeding assigned to the Family Court, the
individual’s action or proceeding shall be as-
signed to the same judge or magistrate judge
to whom the immediate family member’s ac-
tion or proceeding is assigned; and

‘‘(B) if an individual who is a party to an
action or proceeding assigned to the Family
Court becomes a party to another action or
proceeding assigned to the Family Court, the
individual’s subsequent action or proceeding
shall be assigned to the same judge or mag-
istrate judge to whom the individual’s initial
action or proceeding is assigned.

‘‘(b) RETENTION OF JURISDICTION OVER
CASES.—Any action or proceeding assigned
to the Family Court of the Superior Court
shall remain under the jurisdiction of the
Family Court until the action or proceeding
is finally disposed. If the judge to whom the
action or proceeding is assigned ceases to
serve on the Family Court prior to the final
disposition of the action or proceeding, the
presiding judge of the Family Court shall en-
sure that the matter or proceeding is reas-
signed to a judge serving on the Family
Court, unless there are extraordinary cir-
cumstances, subject to approval and certifi-
cation by the presiding judge and based on
appropriate documentation in the record,
which demonstrate that a case is nearing
permanency and that changing judges would
both delay that goal and result in a violation
of the Adoption and Safe Families Act of 1997
(or an amendment made by such Act).

‘‘(c) TRAINING PROGRAM.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The presiding judge of

the Family Court shall carry out an ongoing
program to provide training in family law

and related matters for judges of the Family
Court, other judges of the Superior Court,
and appropriate nonjudicial personnel, and
shall include in the program information and
instruction regarding the following:

‘‘(A) Child development.
‘‘(B) Family dynamics.
‘‘(C) Relevant Federal and District of Co-

lumbia laws.
‘‘(D) Permanency planning principles and

practices.
‘‘(E) Recognizing the risk factors for child

abuse.
‘‘(F) Any other matters the presiding judge

considers appropriate.
‘‘(2) USE OF CROSS-TRAINING.—The program

carried out under this section shall use the
resources of lawyers and legal professionals,
social workers, and experts in the field of
child development and other related fields.

‘‘(d) ACCESSIBILITY OF MATERIALS, SERV-
ICES, AND PROCEEDINGS; PROMOTION OF ‘FAM-
ILY-FRIENDLY’ ENVIRONMENT.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To the greatest extent
practicable, the chief judge of the Superior
Court shall ensure that the materials and
services provided by the Family Court are
understandable and accessible to the individ-
uals and families served by the Court, and
that the Court carries out its duties in a
manner which reflects the special needs of
families with children.

‘‘(2) LOCATION OF PROCEEDINGS.—To the
maximum extent feasible, safe, and prac-
ticable, cases and proceedings in the Family
Court shall be conducted at locations readily
accessible to the parties involved.

‘‘(e) INTEGRATED COMPUTERIZED CASE
TRACKING AND MANAGEMENT SYSTEM.—The
Executive Officer of the District of Columbia
courts under section 11–1703 shall work with
the Joint Committee on Judicial Adminis-
tration in the District of Columbia—

‘‘(1) to ensure that all records and mate-
rials of cases and proceedings in the Family
Court are stored and maintained in elec-
tronic format accessible by computers for
the use of judges, magistrate judges, and
nonjudicial personnel of the Family Court,
and for the use of other appropriate offices of
the District government in accordance with
the plan for integrating computer systems
prepared by the Mayor of the District of Co-
lumbia under section 4(c) of the District of
Columbia Family Court Act of 2001;

‘‘(2) to establish and operate an electronic
tracking and management system for cases
and proceedings in the Family Court for the
use of judges and nonjudicial personnel of
the Family Court, using the records and ma-
terials stored and maintained pursuant to
paragraph (1); and

‘‘(3) to expand such system to cover all di-
visions of the Superior Court as soon as prac-
ticable.
‘‘§ 11–1105. Social services and other related

services
‘‘(a) ON-SITE COORDINATION OF SERVICES

AND INFORMATION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Mayor of the Dis-

trict of Columbia, in consultation with the
chief judge of the Superior Court, shall en-
sure that representatives of the appropriate
offices of the District government which pro-
vide social services and other related serv-
ices to individuals and families served by the
Family Court (including the District of Co-
lumbia Public Schools, the District of Co-
lumbia Housing Authority, the Child and
Family Services Agency, the Office of the
Corporation Counsel, the Metropolitan Po-
lice Department, the Department of Health,
and other offices determined by the Mayor)
are available on-site at the Family Court to
coordinate the provision of such services and
information regarding such services to such
individuals and families.

‘‘(2) DUTIES OF HEADS OF OFFICES.—The
head of each office described in paragraph
(1), including the Superintendent of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Public Schools and the Di-
rector of the District of Columbia Housing
Authority, shall provide the Mayor with
such information, assistance, and services as
the Mayor may require to carry out such
paragraph.

‘‘(b) APPOINTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES LI-
AISON WITH FAMILY COURT.—The Mayor of
the District of Columbia shall appoint an in-
dividual to serve as a liaison between the
Family Court and the District government
for purposes of subsection (a) and for coordi-
nating the delivery of services provided by
the District government with the activities
of the Family Court and for providing infor-
mation to the judges, magistrate judges, and
nonjudicial personnel of the Court regarding
the services available from the District gov-
ernment to the individuals and families
served by the Court. The Mayor shall provide
on an ongoing basis information to the chief
judge of the Superior Court and the presiding
judge of the Family Court regarding the
services of the District government which
are available for the individuals and families
served by the Family Court.

‘‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the Mayor of the District of Columbia for
each fiscal year such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this section.

‘‘§ 11–1106. Reports to Congress

‘‘Not later than 90 days after the end of
each calendar year, the chief judge of the Su-
perior Court shall submit a report to Con-
gress on the activities of the Family Court
during the year, and shall include in the re-
port the following:

‘‘(1) The chief judge’s assessment of the
productivity and success of the use of alter-
native dispute resolution pursuant to section
11–1102.

‘‘(2) Goals and timetables to improve the
Family Court’s performance in the following
year.

‘‘(3) Information on the extent to which
the Court met deadlines and standards appli-
cable under Federal and District of Columbia
law to the review and disposition of actions
and proceedings under the Court’s jurisdic-
tion during the year.

‘‘(4) Information on the progress made in
finding and utilizing suitable locations and
space for the Family Court.

‘‘(5) Information on any factors which are
not under the control of the Family Court
which interfere with or prevent the Court
from carrying out its responsibilities in the
most effective manner possible.

‘‘(6) Based on outcome measures derived
through the use of the information stored in
electronic format under section 11–1104(d), an
analysis of the Court’s efficiency and effec-
tiveness in managing its case load during the
year, including an analysis of the time re-
quired to dispose of actions and proceedings
among the various categories of the Court’s
jurisdiction, as prescribed by applicable law
and best practices, including (but not limited
to) best practices developed by the American
Bar Association and the National Council of
Juvenile and Family Court Judges.

‘‘(7) If the Court failed to meet the dead-
lines, standards, and outcome measures de-
scribed in the previous paragraphs, a pro-
posed remedial action plan to address the
failure.’’.

(b) EXPEDITED APPEALS FOR CERTAIN FAM-
ILY COURT ACTIONS AND PROCEEDINGS.—Sec-
tion 11–721, District of Columbia Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:
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‘‘(g) Any appeal from an order of the Fam-

ily Court of the District of Columbia termi-
nating parental rights or granting or deny-
ing a petition to adopt shall receive expe-
dited review by the District of Columbia
Court of Appeals and shall be certified by the
appellant.’’.

(c) PLAN FOR INTEGRATING COMPUTER SYS-
TEMS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Mayor of the District of Columbia shall
submit to the President and Congress a plan
for integrating the computer systems of the
District government with the computer sys-
tems of the Superior Court of the District of
Columbia so that the Family Court of the
Superior Court and the appropriate offices of
the District government which provide social
services and other related services to indi-
viduals and families served by the Family
Court of the Superior Court (including the
District of Columbia Public Schools, the Dis-
trict of Columbia Housing Authority, the
Child and Family Services Agency, the Of-
fice of the Corporation Counsel, the Metro-
politan Police Department, the Department
of Health, and other offices determined by
the Mayor) will be able to access and share
information on the individuals and families
served by the Family Court.

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the Mayor of the District of Columbia such
sums as may be necessary to carry out para-
graph (1).

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for chapter 11 of title 11, District of
Columbia Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new items:
‘‘11–1102. Use of alternative dispute resolu-

tion.
‘‘11–1103. Standards of practice for appointed

counsel.
‘‘11–1104. Administration.
‘‘11–1105. Social services and other related

services.
‘‘11–1106. Reports to Congress.’’.
SEC. 5. TREATMENT OF HEARING COMMIS-

SIONERS AS MAGISTRATE JUDGES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—
(1) REDESIGNATION OF TITLE.—Section 11–

1732, District of Columbia Code, is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘hearing commissioners’’

each place it appears in subsection (a), sub-
section (b), subsection (d), subsection (i),
subsection (l), and subsection (n) and insert-
ing ‘‘magistrate judges’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘hearing commissioner’’
each place it appears in subsection (b), sub-
section (c), subsection (e), subsection (f),
subsection (g), subsection (h), and subsection
(j) and inserting ‘‘magistrate judge’’;

(C) by striking ‘‘hearing commissioner’s’’
each place it appears in subsection (e) and
subsection (k) and inserting ‘‘magistrate
judge’s’’;

(D) by striking ‘‘Hearing commissioners’’
each place it appears in subsections (b), (d),
and (i) and inserting ‘‘Magistrate judges’’;
and

(E) in the heading, by striking ‘‘Hearing
commissioners’’ and inserting ‘‘Magistrate
Judges’’.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(A) Section
11–1732(c)(3), District of Columbia Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘, except that’’ and all
that follows and inserting a period.

(B) Section 16–924, District of Columbia
Code, is amended—

(i) by striking ‘‘hearing commissioner’’
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘mag-
istrate judge’’; and

(ii) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘hearing
commissioner’s’’ and inserting ‘‘magistrate
judge’s’’.

(3) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relat-
ing to section 11–1732 of the table of sections

of chapter 17 of title 11, D.C. Code, is amend-
ed to read as follows:
‘‘11–1732. Magistrate judges.’’.

(b) TRANSITION PROVISION REGARDING
HEARING COMMISSIONERS.—Any individual
serving as a hearing commissioner under sec-
tion 11–1732 of the District of Columbia Code
as of the date of the enactment of this Act
shall serve the remainder of such individ-
ual’s term as a magistrate judge, and may be
reappointed as a magistrate judge in accord-
ance with section 11–1732(d), District of Co-
lumbia Code, except that any individual
serving as a hearing commissioner as of the
date of the enactment of this Act who was
appointed as a hearing commissioner prior to
the effective date of section 11–1732 of the
District of Columbia Code shall not be re-
quired to be a resident of the District of Co-
lumbia to be eligible to be reappointed.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect on the
date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 6. SPECIAL RULES FOR MAGISTRATE

JUDGES OF FAMILY COURT.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 17 of title 11, Dis-

trict of Columbia Code, is amended by in-
serting after section 11–1732 the following
new section:
‘‘§ 11–1732A. Special rules for magistrate

judges of Family Court of the Superior
Court
‘‘(a) USE OF SOCIAL WORKERS IN ADVISORY

MERIT SELECTION PANEL.—The advisory se-
lection merit panel used in the selection of
magistrate judges for the Family Court of
the Superior Court under section 11–1732(b)
shall include certified social workers special-
izing in child welfare matters who are resi-
dents of the District and who are not em-
ployees of the District of Columbia Courts.

‘‘(b) SPECIAL QUALIFICATIONS.—Notwith-
standing section 11–1732(c), no individual
shall be appointed as a magistrate judge for
the Family Court of the Superior Court un-
less that individual—

‘‘(1) is a citizen of the United States;
‘‘(2) is an active member of the unified Dis-

trict of Columbia Bar;
‘‘(3) for the 5 years immediately preceding

the appointment has been engaged in the ac-
tive practice of law in the District, has been
on the faculty of a law school in the District,
or has been employed as a lawyer by the
United States or District government, or any
combination thereof;

‘‘(4) has not fewer than 3 years of training
or experience in the practice of family law;
and

‘‘(5) is a bona fide resident of the District
of Columbia and has maintained an actual
place of abode in the District for at least 90
days immediately prior to appointment (or
becomes a bona fide resident of the District
of Columbia and maintains an actual place
of abode in the District not later than 90
days after appointment), and retains such
residency during service as a magistrate.

‘‘(c) SERVICE OF CURRENT HEARING COMMIS-
SIONERS.—Those individuals serving as hear-
ing commissioners under section 11–1732 on
the effective date of this section who meet
the qualifications described in subsection
(b)(4) may request to be appointed as mag-
istrate judges for the Family Court of the
Superior Court under such section.

‘‘(d) FUNCTIONS.—A magistrate judge, when
specifically designated by the presiding
judge of the Family Court of the Superior
Court, and subject to the rules of the Supe-
rior Court and the right of review under sec-
tion 11–1732(k), may perform the following
functions:

‘‘(1) Administer oaths and affirmations and
take acknowledgements.

‘‘(2) Subject to the rules of the Superior
Court and applicable Federal and District of

Columbia law, conduct hearings, make find-
ings and enter interim and final orders or
judgments in uncontested or contested pro-
ceedings within the jurisdiction of the Fam-
ily Court of the Superior Court (as described
in section 11–1101), excluding jury trials and
trials of felony cases, as assigned by the pre-
siding judge of the Family Court.

‘‘(3) Subject to the rules of the Superior
Court, enter an order punishing an indi-
vidual for contempt, except that no indi-
vidual may be detained pursuant to the au-
thority of this paragraph for longer than 180
days.

‘‘(e) LOCATION OF PROCEEDINGS.—To the
maximum extent feasible, safe, and prac-
ticable, magistrate judges of the Family
Court of the Superior Court shall conduct
proceedings at locations readily accessible to
the parties involved.

‘‘(f) TRAINING.—The Family Court of the
Superior Court shall ensure that all mag-
istrate judges of the Family Court receive
training to enable them to fulfill their re-
sponsibilities, including specialized training
in family law and related matters.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section
11–1732(a), District of Columbia Code, is
amended by inserting after ‘‘the duties enu-
merated in subsection (j) of this section’’ the
following: ‘‘(or, in the case of magistrate
judges for the Family Court of the Superior
Court, the duties enumerated in section 11–
1732A(d))’’.

(2) Section 11–1732(c), District of Columbia
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘No indi-
vidual’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in
section 11–1732A(b), no individual’’.

(3) Section 11–1732(k), District of Columbia
Code, is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘subsection (j),’’ and in-
serting the following: ‘‘subsection (j) (or pro-
ceedings and hearings under section 11–
1732A(d), in the case of magistrate judges for
the Family Court of the Superior Court),’’;
and

(B) by inserting after ‘‘appropriate divi-
sion’’ the following: ‘‘(or, in the case of an
order or judgment of a magistrate judge of
the Family Court of the Superior Court, by
a judge of the Family Court)’’.

(4) Section 11–1732(l), District of Columbia
Code, is amended by inserting after ‘‘respon-
sibilities’’ the following: ‘‘(subject to the re-
quirements of section 11–1732A(f) in the case
of magistrate judges of the Family Court of
the Superior Court)’’.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for subchapter II of chapter 17 of
title 11, District of Columbia, is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section
11–1732 the following new item:
‘‘11–1732A. Special rules for magistrate

judges of Family Court of the
Superior Court.’’.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by

this section shall take effect on the date of
the enactment of this Act.

(2) EXPEDITED INITIAL APPOINTMENTS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days

after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the chief judge of the Superior Court of the
District of Columbia shall appoint not more
than 5 individuals to serve as magistrate
judges for the Family Division of the Supe-
rior Court in accordance with the require-
ments of sections 11–1732 and 11–1732A, Dis-
trict of Columbia Code (as added by sub-
section (a)).

(B) APPOINTMENTS MADE WITHOUT REGARD
TO SELECTION PANEL.—Sections 11–1732(b) and
11–1732A(a), District of Columbia Code (as
added by subsection (a)) shall not apply with
respect to any magistrate judge appointed
under this paragraph.

(C) PRIORITY FOR CERTAIN ACTIONS AND PRO-
CEEDINGS.—The chief judge of the Superior
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Court and the presiding judge of the Family
Division of the Superior Court (acting joint-
ly) shall first assign and transfer to the mag-
istrate judges appointed under this para-
graph actions and proceedings described as
follows:

(i) The action or proceeding involves an al-
legation of abuse or neglect.

(ii) The action or proceeding was initiated
in the Family Division prior to the 2-year pe-
riod which ends on the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(iii) The judge to whom the action or pro-
ceeding is assigned as of the date of the en-
actment of this Act is not assigned to the
Family Division.

(3) SPECIAL REFERENCES DURING TRANSI-
TION.—During the period which begins on the
date of the enactment of this Act and ends
on the effective date described in section 9,
any reference to the Family Court of the Su-
perior Court of the District of Columbia in
any provision of law added or amended by
this section shall be deemed to be a reference
to the Family Division of the Superior Court
of the District of Columbia.
SEC. 7. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING BOR-

DER AGREEMENT WITH MARYLAND
AND VIRGINIA.

It is the sense of Congress that the State of
Maryland, the Commonwealth of Virginia,
and the District of Columbia should prompt-
ly enter into a border agreement to facilitate
the timely and safe placement of children in
the District of Columbia’s welfare system in
foster and kinship homes and other facilities
in Maryland and Virginia.
SEC. 8. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated to
the District of Columbia courts such sums as
may be necessary to carry out this Act and
the amendments made by this Act, including
sums necessary for salaries and expenses and
capital improvements for the District of Co-
lumbia courthouse facilities.
SEC. 9. EFFECTIVE DATE.

The amendments made by sections 2 and 4
shall take effect on the first date occurring
after the date of the enactment of this Act
on which 10 individuals who meet the quali-
fications described in section 11–908A, Dis-
trict of Columbia Code (as added by section
3(a)) are available to be assigned by the chief
judge of the Superior Court of the District of
Columbia to serve as associate judges of the
Family Court of the Superior Court (as cer-
tified by the chief judge).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA) and the gen-
tlewoman from the District of Colum-
bia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 2657.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Maryland?

There was no objection.
Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from

Texas (Mr. DELAY), our distinguished
colleague, introduced H.R. 2657 on July
26 of this year, 2001. This bill has the
original cosponsorship of the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM DAVIS),

the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON), and myself
and was reported out of subcommittee.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DELAY) for his hard work
and his sagacity in introducing and
persevering with this important legis-
lation and for being able to include the
interests of numerous stakeholders
that will be affected by the bill. I also
want to recognize the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. BURTON), the chairman of
the Committee on Government Reform,
for recognizing the significance of the
legislation and his interest in getting
the bill to the floor expeditiously, as
well as the ranking member of the full
committee.

This legislation, the District of Co-
lumbia Family Court Act of 2001, is the
product of a lot of collaboration, a lot
of discussion, and lot of debate; but I
think the final product is one that we
can all be proud of.

The Family Division of the D.C. Su-
perior Court is supposed to be a last re-
sort, a haven, for abused and neglected
children. It should be a place where
caring and responsible adults make de-
cisions that protect our most vulner-
able and our most precious members of
society. But too often, the court has
failed in its mission. Cases take too
long to process, families are shuttled
from one judge to another, and unfor-
givable mistakes are made. The trag-
edy of Brianna Blackmond, who was
found dead just 2 weeks after a judge
removed her from a foster home and re-
turned Brianna to her troubled mother,
is the most obvious case. It is far from
the only one, as we have heard during
my subcommittee’s June 26 hearing on
the family court.

This legislation takes a huge step
forward in improving family court. It
adds more judges to the court, requires
new judges to stay for at least 5 years,
provides for ongoing judicial training,
and requires the use of alternative dis-
pute resolution, mediation, and other
methods that will not only help speed
up case processing but also will allow
for less adversarial proceedings. It es-
tablishes the position of judge mag-
istrates who will assist the court in re-
ducing its case backlog. It also pro-
motes the idea of one ‘‘family, one
judge,’’ meaning that families will not
have to endure the long delays when
their cases are switched from one judi-
cial calendar or judge to another.

But as I have said all along, fixing
family court is only one piece of the
puzzle. Any upgrades made by Congress
must be accompanied by real substan-
tial improvements on behalf of the Dis-
trict’s Child and Family Services
Agency. I hope my colleagues have had
a chance to read the eye-opening Wash-
ington Post series this past week on
the agency.

Here are the grim statistics: 229 chil-
dren in the District died between 1993
and 2000, even though their family situ-
ation had been brought to the atten-
tion of the city’s child protective serv-
ices.

b 1030

The Post investigation found that at
least 40 of these boys and girls ‘‘lost
their lives after government workers
failed to take key preventive action or
placed children in unsafe homes or in-
stitutions.’’

Among the victims are Wesley Lucas,
a 10-week-old who died of dehydration
after he was placed in the care of a 69-
year-old man who himself was dying of
lung cancer; Eddie Ward, who died at
the age of 13; Eddie was alone on a bus
and was later found dead in a decaying
house, his body riddled with insect
bites; 8-year-old Sylvester Brown, left
in the care of his mentally ill mother,
who stabbed him so many times the
medical examiner could not count the
number of wounds.

The series goes on to detail some of
the underlying causes for these fail-
ures, including inadequate and under-
trained employees, high turnover
among social workers, limited foster
care options, a lack of funding, and
poor oversight over the agencies re-
sponsible for protecting children.

I know this issue resonates deeply
with Mayor Williams. I know he is
pushing for wholesale changes in the
area of Child Protective Services, and,
as I have said before, I stand willing to
offer any assistance that I can or our
subcommittee can or this Congress can
in erasing the deficiencies of this de-
partment.

Until then, what we in Congress can
do is pass the District of Columbia
Family Court Act of 2001. This bill will
help. It will not solve all the problems
concerning the District’s Child Protec-
tive Services, but it will greatly
strengthen the Family Court, and that
is a good place to start.

I want to take a few moments again
to thank the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DELAY), and to recognize the com-
mitment of the staff member of the
gentleman from Texas, Cassie Bevan,
who has devoted untold hours in
crafting this legislation, holding meet-
ings with other staff, the courts, and
various interested parties.

I also want to recognize Jon Bouker
of the staff of the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON);
also my staff director, Russell Smith,
and Victoria Proctor of the staff of the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM
DAVIS) who worked with Cassie Bevan
to bring this bill to the floor. So it has
been a collaborative effort.

Mr. Speaker, I urge our colleagues to
support H.R. 2657, a bill which will be
beneficial to the most vulnerable chil-
dren of the District of Columbia and
their families.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 2657, the District of Columbia
Family Court Act of 2001. However, I
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want first to thank the current Chair
of the Subcommittee on the District of
Columbia, the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA), and the
former chair of the subcommittee, the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM
DAVIS), for their contributions to the
bill; also, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT) who assisted
with this bill, even though he is not a
member of our subcommittee; our full
committee chairman, the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. BURTON), and the
ranking member, the gentleman from
California (Mr. WAXMAN), for their
leadership and for expediting this bill,
which needed the permission of the
chair and the ranking member to come
to the House floor without a full com-
mittee markup after it passed our sub-
committee unanimously.

Mr. Speaker, this truncated action
was necessary in order to assure that
the bill was ready for the floor in time
for the fiscal 2002 appropriation proc-
ess.

If I may say so, Mr. Speaker, Cassie
Bevan and Jon Bouker, Cassie Bevan of
the staff of the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DELAY) and Jon Bouker of my
staff, did much of the heavy lifting to
get this bill to the point that we find it
today. We very much appreciate their
hard work.

I would particularly like to thank
the majority whip of the House, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY),
whose interest, energy, and commit-
ment has been an indispensable force
behind the Family Court Act.

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY) and I are not of the same
party, but he and I share an overriding
concern for the children of this country
and for children caught in the Dis-
trict’s foster care system.

The concern and involvement of the
gentleman from Texas did not end with
this bill, or with seeking to have it
reach the floor expeditiously. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) is
chiefly responsible for the millions of
dollars that are now part of the D.C.
appropriation that will fund the re-
forms that this bill mandates.

I also appreciate the support of the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) for
the return of the agency responsible for
foster care in the District, the Child
and Family Services Agency, to the
D.C. government from a failed Federal
court receivership.

The need to update the Family Divi-
sion became a priority as a result of
the tragic death of Brianna
Blackmond, an infant who was allowed
to return to her troubled mother with-
out a hearing after it was alleged that
lawyers representing all the parties,
the social workers, and the guardians
ad litem all certified that the child
should be returned.

Several important investigations fol-
lowed the child’s death, especially con-
cerning the agency chiefly responsible,
the Child and Family Services Agency,
then under a Federal court receiver-
ship. Because a Federal court had juris-

diction, we held hearings in the Sub-
committee on the District of Columbia
on the District’s child welfare system.
My staff and I commenced a detailed
investigation of best practices of fam-
ily courts and family divisions here
and around the country, and began
writing a bill, because D.C. local courts
are Federal courts not under the juris-
diction of the D.C. government.

Meanwhile, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DELAY) and his staff also
were working on a bill, and we soon
began working together to produce a
single product, with support and assist-
ance from our Chair, the gentlewoman
from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA), from
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM
DAVIS), and other interested Members.

The Family Court Act is the result of
this joint effort, the culmination of a
collegial process spanning several
months. The subcommittee held a
hearing on the Family Court Act on
June 26, 2001, prior to reporting it
unanimously to the full committee.

It must be noted that the D.C. City
Council is far more familiar with the
children and families of the city than
we in the Congress, and are best quali-
fied to write such a bill. However, when
the Home Rule Act was passed in 1973,
Congress withheld jurisdiction over
Federal courts from the city. The Dis-
trict of Columbia needs to have the
same control of its courts as other cit-
ies.

In the meantime, at my request, the
council passed a resolution in support
of the reforms in this bill, after scruti-
nizing it and offering their own rec-
ommendations for changes. We have
also worked closely with Mayor An-
thony Williams and Chief Judge Rufus
King and the judges of the Superior
Court in writing this bill.

The D.C. Family Court Act of 2001 is
the first overhaul of our Family Divi-
sion since 1970, when it was upgraded to
be part of the Superior Court of the
District of Columbia. The old Family
Court, then called Juvenile Court, was
a stand-alone court that had become a
place apart, in effect a ghetto court, to
which the city’s most troubled children
and families were sent, away from the
real judicial system and out of sight,
which left children and families out of
mind until the Juvenile Court was
abolished as hopelessly ineffective and
poorly funded.

All agree that the Family Division
has proved to be a vast improvement
over the Juvenile Court, despite the in-
creasing number of abused and ne-
glected children, troubled juveniles,
and families in crisis typical of big cit-
ies and of foster care systems in rural
areas, suburbs, and cities alike today.

However, no court or other institu-
tion should go a full 30 years without a
close examination of its strengths and
weaknesses. The Family Division in-
creasingly has been taxed by intrac-
table societal problems, and, in addi-
tion, must depend on an outside agen-
cy, the Child and Family Services
Agency, which only recently had been

adjudged so dysfunctional that it had
been taken over by the Federal courts
and placed in receivership.

Our bill incorporates what we found
in our investigation to be the best
practices from successful independent
family courts and family divisions as a
part of family courts across the coun-
try.

These courts have in common several
basic reforms: creating an independent
family court or division; providing
ample family court judges to handle
family matters; mandating terms for
judges in family court; requiring fam-
ily court judge magistrate judges and
other court personnel to have training
or expertise in family law; requiring
ongoing training of family court judges
and other personnel; employing alter-
native dispute resolution and medi-
ation in family cases; adhering to the
standard of ‘‘one family one judge’’ in
family cases; retaining family cases in
the Family Court and the Family
Court alone; using magistrate judges to
assist family court judges with their
caseloads; and dedicating special mag-
istrate judges to assist judges with cur-
rent pending cases. The D.C. Family
Court Act incorporates all of these best
practices.

As important as our bill is, the major
problem for children and families in
the District is not the court but the
Child and Family Services Agency. The
court needs more resources and it
needs modernization. CFSA needs a
complete makeover. Yet, after 6 years
in a family court receivership, CFSA is
returning to the District largely be-
cause the receivership failed, not be-
cause that agency has been revitalized.

No matter what we achieve in our
Family Division bill, children and fam-
ilies are unlikely to notice much dif-
ference in their lives unless CFSA is
fundamentally changed. Courts are the
back end of the process when all else
has failed, the last resort when people
must be compelled to do what they are
required to do. Our bill assures that
the city has a full-time staff liaison on-
site at the court, but inevitably the
court will be handicapped by the condi-
tion of CFSA in the first years of the
agency’s return to the District.

Assuring that CFSA and the new
Family Court of the Superior Court are
seamless in their response to our chil-
dren and families is a formidable chal-
lenge for both the city and the court.
Because the court has been generally
well run and responsive to children and
families, I believe that with new re-
sources and additional and updated
functions, the court can do the job.

The city’s challenge to both reform
the CFSA and realign the agency with
the court is more serious. However,
Mayor Williams’ careful work in man-
agement reform and accountability and
the council’s diligent oversight encour-
ages optimism. The mayor’s own back-
ground as a foster child will surely en-
courage dedication.

Mr. Speaker, let me conclude by say-
ing that although I strongly support
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this bill, the speed with which we have
had to bring the bill to the floor pre-
cluded me from offering several amend-
ments to sharpen various provisions of
the act. These amendments are impor-
tant to ensure, for example, that the
necessary work of disposing of a large
volume of pending cases and con-
tinuing intake of new cases coming
into the new Family Court does not
overwhelm the court while it meets
timetables mandated in the bill.

In addition, my amendments will en-
sure that the jurisdiction of the court’s
successful domestic violence unit is
not undermined by the bill.

It is also critical to strengthen lan-
guage in the bill calling on Maryland
and Virginia to enter foster care agree-
ments with the District to ensure rapid
placement of our children, without
undue expense to our State partners or
harmful delay to our children.

We have all agreed that these and
other matters should be discussed with
our Senate partners as we move for-
ward in our negotiation to produce a
consensus bill. The Senate has been
wonderfully cooperative and collabo-
rative with us in all aspects of this bill.

I want to once again thank the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) for his
tireless work and partnership with me
on this bill, and the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM DAVIS)
for their special efforts on this impor-
tant piece of legislation.

I urge all of our colleagues to support
the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) for her wonderful com-
ments, but even beyond that, for the
work that has been done through the
years to make this bill possible. As was
mentioned time and time again, this
has been a collaborative effort. But all
collaborative efforts have to have a
leader. They have to have somebody
who is going to guide, watch over, and
make sure and bring the parties to-
gether.

Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY), who is that person and that
leader.

(Mr. DELAY asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman for yielding time to me,
and for her kind remarks. I thank the
gentlewoman from Washington, D.C.
(Ms. NORTON) for her kind remarks.

Mr. Speaker, this is the first day of
the rest of reform in the child welfare
system in Washington, D.C. This is not
the end of reform, as the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON) has so eloquently stated. This
is an ongoing effort. It is going to take

everybody in Washington, D.C., as well
as in Congress, to do what is necessary
to save the kids of the District.

Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Family Court Act of
2001 is to save lives of children in the
District. We do this by creating a spe-
cialized Family Court that will allow
judges to spend more time hearing, re-
viewing, and monitoring the accom-
plishments of abused and neglected
children.

The work that has been done by the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON), the gentlewoman
from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA), and
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM
DAVIS) is exemplary, and it has taken a
long, hard road to get to where we are
in putting this legislation together.
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I also want the thank my colleague,
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. DELAHUNT), who has had his input
and his support for this legislation, ob-
viously.

I too want to thank the real movers
and shakers of this House. And that is
the staff, John Bouker, staff member of
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON); Russell Smith
and Heea Vazirani-Fales of the office of
the gentlewoman from Maryland (Mrs.
MORELLA); Victoria Proctor and Me-
lissa Wogciak of the office of the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM DAVIS);
and Mark Agrast of the office of the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
DELAHUNT).

Most importantly, the driving force
for all of us is a woman that is really
incredible in her knowledge of what
children need, especially abused and
neglected children and their needs, is
Dr. Casie Bevan on my staff. Without
her leadership, none of this would have
happened.

Last week, The Washington Post ran
a series of articles under the headline
‘‘Protected Children Died as Govern-
ment Did Little.’’ The Post attributed
40 child deaths in the past decade, in-
cluding Brianna Blackmond, to the
District’s failed child protection sys-
tem. This system includes the judges
and the Superior Court as well as the
social workers and the police. Our bill
aims to put the need of the children for
safety and permanency first. And here
is how we do it:

We require that the judges be trained
before they serve on Family Court. We
mandate that judges sit on the Family
Court bench for 5 years, long enough to
become effective, and we insist that
every judge that serves on the Family
Court be a volunteer.

Our bill creates a separate pool of
judges to set on Family Court with the
desired training and expertise nec-
essary to serve. Training is critical for
judges who have to decide if and when
a home is too dangerous for a child to
remain there or safe enough for a child
to be returned.

Meaningful change cannot happen
without committed judges. That is why

I believe that 5-year terms are a key
measure. A 5-year term on Family
Court increases the chance that a judge
really wants to serve on this bench and
is not just serving time.

Today, judges who rotate off the fam-
ily division bench take cases with
them. Our bill ends that practice. A
specialized family court, by its very
nature, requires that all family cases
remain in this court until they are
closed. The ‘‘one judge, one family’’
concept is central to real reform. Only
a judge who knows the full history sur-
rounding a child’s family and reasons
for placement will be better able to
consider the child’s best interests.

Our bill provides resources to hire
more judges and magistrate judges in
order to decrease the number of chil-
dren seen by each judicial officer. With
this change, more time can be spent
with the children and their families to
identify their need and to monitor
progress.

Funds are provided under this bill to
upgrade and integrate the computer
systems at the courts and at the Child
and Family Services agency so that
children do not become lost in the sys-
tem, like they have been in the past.

Finally, our bill authorizes funds for
expanding courtroom facilities to ac-
commodate the increased number of
judges and magistrates hired to hear
these cases. We hope this expansion
will lead to closer monitoring of the
cases and increased judicial oversight.
Too many cries have gone unanswered.

I cannot say enough about the work
that has been done on behalf of the
children of the District in pulling this
bill together. I greatly appreciate ev-
eryone’s input and everybody’s work.
The children will benefit.

Mr. Speaker, I am attaching a sec-
tion-by-section analysis of my state-
ment containing my comments and
summarizing congressional intent sup-
porting each provision. I insert this for
the RECORD so that the intent of Con-
gress in passing this legislation is clear
and unequivocal.
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FAMILY COURT ACT OF

2001
PURPOSE

To redesignate the Family Division as a
Family Court of the Superior Court. To re-
cruit and retain trained and experienced
judges to serve in the Family Court.

Intent: This legislation is intended to reor-
ganize the Family Court so that more time
will be spent on making expeditious and in-
formed decisions that affect the lives of the
children brought before the court. With this
legislation will come specialized judges, who
volunteer to serve on the Family Court and
to sit on the bench for 5 years, so that they
can gain the experience necessary to make
good decisions that will impact the lives and
the futures of the children that come before
them.
Section 1. Short title

Title: ‘‘District of Columbia Family Court
Act of 2001’’.
Section 2. Redesignation of Family Division as

Family Court of the Superior Court
The Family Division of the Superior Court

is renamed the Family Court of the Superior
Court.
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Intent: Note that we considered creating a

separate court but were concerned about the
additional expenses for administration and
facilities that a separate court would create.
Expenses that we could not tie to improved
outcomes for abused children and their fami-
lies. However, the intent here is not to mere-
ly rename the family division but to estab-
lish a Family Court that will make the safe-
ty and permanency of abused children its
highest and exclusive priority. This is ac-
complished by reforming the way the Family
Court is organized to create specialized pools
for the recruitment of judges, to lengthen
the judicial term to five years, and to in-
crease the training these family court judges
receive. The reorganization includes expand-
ing the judicial powers of the magistrate
judges to close cases.

The Chief Judge of Superior Court assigns
a judge as the Presiding Judge of Family
Court.

Intent: While the assignment of a Pre-
siding Judge is left to the Chief Judge, the
intent of Congress here is that the presiding
Judge be given sufficient authority so that
he can be held accountable for the actions of
the Family Court. Congress considers the
role of the Presiding Judge to be signifi-
cantly different from the current role and
expects to see this difference articulated in
the transition plan.

The Family Court will have broad and ex-
clusive jurisdiction over all family related
matters.
Section 3. Appointment of judges; number and

qualifications
The number of judges to serve on Family

Court will be determined by the chief judge
under a transition plan to be submitted to
the President and Congress.

Intent: This issue of the number of judges
is crucial to the success of the reforms. Un-
fortunately, to date DC Superior Court has
not provided an empirically based workload
analysis to justify an increase in Family
Court judges. Moreover, it is uncertain the
effect the magistrate judges will have on the
caseload but Congress expects that the mag-
istrate judges will be able to bring a signifi-
cant number of cases to resolution. Again,
we look to the transition plan to provide the
details on the number of judges needed to
serve.

The number of judges on the Family Court
must not exceed 15.

Intent: Note that this number represents
an increase of 3 judges as requested by the
Chief Judge. Again, we look forward to the
transition plan for justification.

Special qualifications are established for
judges who volunteer to serve in Family
Court (training or expertise in family law,
commitment to serving for full term and
willingness to participate in ongoing train-
ing).

Intent: The qualifications of the Family
Court judges are intimately linked to re-
forming the courts. While Congress did not
quantify the years of training or expertise,
we did envision that the training or exper-
tise be established and verifiable. It is abso-
lutely essential that the candidate commits
to serving the full term as this indicates
that the candidate wants to sit on the Fam-
ily Court bench and is not using the initial
placement onto the bench as a stepping-
stone merely to further his/her career. The
judges’ willingness to participate in ongoing
training indicates his/her dedication to serv-
ing the children and families under his/her
jurisdiction.)

Judges currently serving on Family Court
are required to serve for a minimum of three
years (the time consecutively served in Fam-
ily Court counts towards the three year
term.)

Intent: This provision grandfathers the
judges currently on the bench to three-year
terms. The intent here is to ensure that
judges currently sitting who want to serve
on the Family Court be required to spend the
minimum of three years to provide the chil-
dren under their care with the continuity
and the focus that each of their cases de-
serve.

Judges currently serving on Superior
Court are required to serve for a minimum of
three years (the time outside of the Family
Division does not count toward the three
year term).

Intent: While this provision allows judges
outside of the Family Court to voluntarily
return to the Family Court it requires that
the judges serve for a minimum of three
years. Again, this provision grandfathers
only those judges who meet the require-
ments and voluntarily request to transfer to
Family Court.

New Judges assigned to the Family Court
are required to serve for a term of five years.

Intent: A review of the length of terms in
Family Courts nationwide indicates that
only three of the 13 states with Family
Courts serve less than five years. Congress
strongly endorses this provision as indi-
cating a judicial commitment to the families
and children in his/her court and his/her will-
ingness to become an expert in this specialty
of law to benefit those that come before the
bench. It is envisioned that the new judges
will be recruited because of their interest
and expertise and that they will volunteer
for this pool because of their dedication. The
reforms that Congress anticipates hinge on
the recruitment and retention of judges with
training and expertise in family law who
serve for five years. Five years will allow the
judge sufficient time on the bench to become
the true expert that is needed in these chal-
lenging cases.

A judge is permitted to serve on Family
Court for the entire term of service that is 15
years.

Intent: The purpose of this provision is to
allow a judge who wants to serve on the
Family Court for his/her entire career to do
so.

Family Court judges may be reassigned for
additional terms of service as the chief judge
may provide.

The chief judge may reassign a judge of the
Family Court if the determination is made
that the judge is unable to continue serving
in the Family Court.

Intent: This provision allows for the re-
moval of a judge from the Family Court
bench when this judge is unable to continue
because to continue would not be in the best
interests of the children under his jurisdic-
tion. This reassignment must not be made to
advance the judges’ career but must be made
because the judges’ ability to serve the Fam-
ily Court is questioned.

Within 90 days, the chief judge must sub-
mit a transition plan for the Family Court
to the President and to Congress containing
the following: (A) a determination of the
number of judges needed to serve on the
Family Court; (B) a determination of the
role and function of the presiding judge of
the Family Court; (C) a determination of the
number of magistrate judges needed for ap-
pointment; (D) a determination of the appro-
priate functions of the magistrate judges to-
gether with compensation and other per-
sonnel matters; (E) a plan for a case flow,
case management, and staffing needs (both
judicial and non-judicial); (F) a description
of how the Superior Court will implement
the ‘‘one family one judge’’ requirement for
cases and proceedings in the Family Court;
(G) an analysis of the needs of the Family
Court for space, equipment, and other phys-
ical requirements; (H) an analysis of the ef-

fectiveness of expediting the hiring of mag-
istrates to handle laws and best practices.

Intent: It is critical that this transition
plan be based on an empirical analysis of the
workload, the equipment needs and the ade-
quacy of the facility. This is meant to be a
‘‘needs assessment’’ plan based on data anal-
ysis. The plan must specify the court’s budg-
etary assumptions. How the various aspects
in the plan translate to improved outcomes
for the children and families served must be
clearly noted. The plan must detail the spe-
cific improvements in the handling of child
abuse and neglect cases that will become
possible with the increased funding proposed.

The chief judge must take action to pro-
vide for the earliest practicable return or
resolution of all cases carried by judges out-
side of the Family Division to the Family
Court but this must take place no later than
18 months from the submission of the transi-
tion plan.

Intent: While the statute allows the chief
judge 18 months to complete the return of all
cases, the cases should start returning to the
Family Court as soon as the magistrate
judges are hired.

The chief judge must ensure that cases
pending within the jurisdiction of the Fam-
ily Court as of the date of enactment are im-
mediately assigned to the Family Court.

The chief judge may not take any action to
implement the transition plan until Con-
gress and the President have 30 days to re-
view.

Intent: The purpose here is to ensure that
Congress and the President have time to re-
view the plan.

The chief judge must include in the transi-
tion plan an analysis of how many judges
currently on the bench in Superior Court
meet the qualifications for judges of Family
Court. If the chief judge determines that the
number is less than the number needed to
serve on Family Court a request must be
made to the President for the appointment
of additional judges for Family Court.

Intent: At the time of passage in the
House, it is unclear how many judges sitting
on the bench will volunteer for the Family
Court or qualify under this proposal to sit.
Therefore, it is important that the chief
judge only after review make a request for a
specified number of additional judges.

After receiving the request from the chief
judge the President must appoint additional
qualified judges to serve on the Family
Court. The District of Columbia Judicial
Nomination Commission, upon the request
from the chief judge, must provide nominees
to fill these vacancies in the Superior Court
equal to the number of judicial appoint-
ments requested by the chief judge and must
recruit individuals for nomination to the Su-
perior Court who meet the qualifications for
judges of Family Court.

For the purpose of making the transition
only the initial appointments to Family
Court will be made without regard to the
limit on the number of Superior Court
Judges.

Intent: The appointments without regard
to the limit on the number of Superior Court
judges are one-time only.

The Comptroller General is required to
submit a report analyzing the impact of
these reforms on the time required to make
appointments to the Family Court, on the
impact of the magistrate judges on the work-
load of judges, on how the number of judges
may be affected by the qualification require-
ments for judges, and, on the timeliness of
the resolution of cases.

The chief judge must submit a status re-
port every six months to the President and
Congress on the backlog of cases that are
still outside of the Family Court.

Intent: While the chief judge has 18 months
to return all the cases to the Family Court,
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Congress requires the chief judge to provide
a status report every six months on the
progress of the return of these cases to the
Family Court.
Section 4. Improving administration of cases

and proceedings in Family Court
To the greatest extent practicable, cases

must be resolved through alternative dispute
resolution procedures.

The Superior Court must establish stand-
ards of practice for attorneys appointed to
Family Court.

The Superior Court must promulgate rules
for the Family Court requiring ‘‘one family,
one judge’’ so that all issues concerning one
family or one child are decided by one judge,
to the greatest extent practicable.

Intent: Extensive testimony was taken re-
garding the importance of this provision.
While the provision does not prohibit the es-
tablishment of separate calendars, the intent
here is that children see the same judge
while their cases remain open and before the
court. The rationale behind one judge/one
child is to provide the child with judicial
continuity so that the approach to the case
and to the child is seamless and comprehen-
sive.

Family members who have actions pending
in family court will be assigned to the same
judge or magistrate judge.

Intent: This provision recognizes the im-
portance of keeping all matters involving
one family or household before the same
judge. When the members of the same family
have actions before the same judge this en-
hances the judges understanding of not just
the particular case before him but of the
family dynamics that impact each family
member in each case.

Children who have actions pending in fam-
ily court will be assigned to the same judge
or magistrate judge.

Intent: While this provision does not pro-
hibit separate calendars the provision envi-
sions that separate calendars will not be rou-
tinely used which would necessitate chil-
dren’s cases being heard by different judges.
The drafters have taken testimony that
there are no due process violations in imple-
menting the one judge/one child plan.

All cases will remain in Family Court until
final disposition (even if the judge involved
moves out of the Family Court) unless there
are extraordinary circumstances which show
that a case is nearing permanency and that
changing judges would both delay that goal
and result in a violation of the Adoption and
Safe Families Act of 1997.

Intent: Cases that remain outside of Fam-
ily Court are meant to be truly extraor-
dinary circumstances and the drafters do not
envision more than 10% of these cases falling
within this category.

The presiding judge of the Family Court
must implement a Family Law training pro-
gram for judges, magistrates and nonjudicial
personnel to include among other things:
child development, family dynamics and rec-
ognizing the risk factors in child abuse.

The training program is required to use so-
cial workers and experts in child develop-
ment as well as lawyers and legal profes-
sionals.

The presiding judge of the Family Court
must ensure that materials and services be
understandable and accessible to the fami-
lies served and that the environment be fam-
ily friendly.

Cases and proceedings in the Family Court
must be conducted at locations readily ac-
cessible to the parties involved to the extent
practicable.

The Executive Officer of the court must
provide for an integrated computerized case
tracking and management system to: (1) en-
sure that all records, materials and pro-

ceedings be computerized; (2) establish an in-
tegrated tracking system for cases and pro-
ceedings to be used by judicial and non-
judicial personnel; and (3) expand when fea-
sible the integrated computer system to all
divisions of Superior Court.

Social Services will be coordinated on site
with the Mayor ensuring that the appro-
priate offices are represented.

Intent: Coordination between social serv-
ice agencies and the courts is absolutely es-
sential to the success of these reforms. The
drafters remain concerned about the lack of
coordination to date and have inserted this
provision to hold both the Mayor and the
Chief Judge accountable for providing co-
ordination.

The Mayor must ensure that representa-
tives of the relevant agencies be on-site to
coordinate social services and provide infor-
mation to the judges about the availability
of services.

Intent: The judges must be informed by so-
cial services representatives about the avail-
ability and quality of prevention, interven-
tion and placement services available to
serve the children moving through the court
system.

The Mayor must appoint a Social Services
Liaison with Family Court for coordinating
the delivery of services.

The chief judge must submit an annual re-
port to Congress on the activities of the
Family Court to include: (1) an assessment of
the alternative dispute resolution process;
(2) goals and timetables to improve Family
Court performance; (3) information on the
extent to which the Court is in compliance
with relevant Federal and District of Colum-
bia laws; (4) information on the progress
made in finding suitable locations and space
for the Family Court; (5) information on any
factors which are not under the control of
the Family Court which interfere with or
prevent the Court from carrying out its re-
sponsibilities; (6) an analysis of the Court’s
efficiency and effectiveness in managing its
caseload; and, (7) any proposed remedial ac-
tion plan needed to address any failures.

Intent: This report must be comprehensive
to allow Congress to fulfill its oversight re-
sponsibilities. This report must provide suf-
ficient empirical evidence to document the
extent of progress.

Appeals terminating parental rights or pe-
titions to adopt are required to receive expe-
dited review by the DC Court of Appeals.

Within six months after enactment, the
Mayor and the Courts are required to submit
a plan to develop an integrated computer
system that will interface with appropriate
agencies.

Intent: the Mayor and the Courts have to
work together to develop this integrated
computer system that meets the require-
ments of both the social service system and
the Court system to track and monitor chil-
dren as they come into and move through
the various systems.

Funds are to be provided to the Mayor to
carry out these requirements.
Section 5 Hearing Commissioners renamed mag-

istrate judges.
Hearing commissioners are renamed mag-

istrate judges.
Section 6. Special rules for magistrate judges of

Family Court of the Superior Court
The advisory merit selection panel used to

select magistrate judges must include cer-
tified social workers specializing in child
welfare matters.

Magistrate judges must have no fewer than
5 years practicing law in the District and no
less than 3 years of training or experience in
family law. Magistrate judges will be ap-
pointed for 4 years.

The Board of Judges may suspend or re-
move a magistrate judge.

Magistrate judges will: administer oaths,
establish and enforce child support orders,
make findings and enter final judgments.
Contempt powers will also be afforded to the
magistrates.

Intent: Magistrate judges are given ex-
panded powers to hear and resolve cases to
expedite the handling and timing of deci-
sions.

Magistrate judges must conduct pro-
ceedings at readily accessible locations to
the extent feasible.

Magistrate judges must be trained in fam-
ily law.

The initial appointment of no more than
five magistrate judges will be expedited.

Intent: This provision ensures that upon
enactment, the backlog of cases pending out-
side of the family court will be addressed.

Cases involving allegations of maltreat-
ment that are at least two years in the sys-
tem and are currently handled by judges out-
side of the Family Division will be given pri-
ority to be referred to the magistrate judges
for expedited handling.

Intent: This provision is an attempt to
triage the cases in the backlog so that the
oldest cases are reviewed first.
Section 7. Sense of Congress regarding border

agreements with Maryland and Virginia
Congress resolves that DC, Maryland and

Virginia should promptly enter into border
agreements to facilitate timely placement of
DC children.

Intent: Testimony has been received that
indicates that problems with the Interstate
Compact on the Placement of Children are
causing lengthy delays in the placement of
children. A border agreement would facili-
tate the movement of children across state
lines to ensure timely placement.

EFFECTIVE DATE

Special magistrate judges will be hired im-
mediately to handle the backlog of cases
pending outside of the Family Division.

The Act becomes effective as soon as ten
judges who meet the qualifications are ap-
pointed to serve on the Family Court.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 7
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT), who has been
very helpful in assisting us on this bill
because of his own interest in the chil-
dren of this country; and I want to es-
pecially thank a member of his staff,
Mark Agrast, who was also very helpful
to all of us.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding me
this time. I caught the earliest flight
possible from Boston today because I
felt it was important to be here to
commend the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DELAY) and the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON) for their resolve and commit-
ment to achieve a result that would be
truly effective. This is truly remark-
able, and they deserve our gratitude.

It is also, I suggest, a good day for
children, not just here in the District
of Columbia but all over America.
Given the events of the past week, it is
good to stand here and to say it is a
good day. It is a good day. As the ma-
jority whip indicated, today is a new
day for reform. Maybe this bill is also
a new day for the children and the fu-
ture of America.

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY) and the gentlewoman from the
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District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
have worked together with the gentle-
woman from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA)
and the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
TOM DAVIS) for months, through many
drafts, to reach agreement. It is hon-
estly a tribute to their shared concern
for children, which they do share, and
particularly the children of the Dis-
trict, that they have been able to put
aside the usual political differences
and work together to achieve a well-
crafted, thoughtful bill that I am con-
fident will make a huge difference in
the lives of many, many children and
their families.

If anyone had any doubt about the
importance of this legislation, and it
has been alluded to by the gentle-
woman from Maryland, the gentleman
from Texas and the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia, but it cannot
be stated often enough, they would
only have to read the shocking series
which ran in The Washington Post.
Those articles documented the fate of
180 of the 229 children who died in the
District of Columbia between 1993 and
the year 2000 after their families came
to the attention of the District’s child
protection system. We cannot, again,
say it often enough. According to The
Post, at least 40 of these children died
because government workers placed
them in unsafe homes or institutions
or otherwise failed to take timely ac-
tion to protect them.

It is too late to do anything to save
those children, but this legislation will
help ensure that the children currently
in the system and those who come
after them do not suffer a similar fate.
I genuinely believe that this bill will
do more. The children who never had a
family, who have never known what
the term ‘‘home’’ really means, I would
suggest never really have a break in
life, and often end up in our prison sys-
tems.

There has been study after study
which corroborate the relationship be-
tween crime and the dysfunctional
family. One study by a professor at the
University of Rhode Island, Professor
Gellis, who examined 50 inmates who
were serving time in the San Quentin
institution in California, revealed that
of those 50 inmates serving time for
armed robbery, every single one of
them was a legacy of a dysfunctional
family, had been abused or neglected as
children. What better anti-crime ini-
tiative than this legislation before us?

Now, I want to join with my col-
leagues who have already sung the
praises of the staff members that have
been involved in this. I want to make
special mention of Cassie Bevan, on the
staff of the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY), and John Bouker, on the staff
of the gentlewoman from the District
of Columbia (Ms. NORTON).

This is not the first time I have
worked with Cassie. We have worked
together on a number of other chil-
dren’s issues, especially in conjunction
with intercountry adoption. I have
learned to trust her judgment, to value

her tenacity, and to admire her deep
commitment to the well-being of chil-
dren everywhere and her love for chil-
dren in need. I would also note that the
same is true of the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DELAY). And this is truly
profound and inspirational for many of
us.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
thank the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. DELAHUNT) for his comments
and the fact that in working with him
I know of his concern about human
rights and children’s rights and ap-
plaud him.

Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM
DAVIS), someone who has been a leader
in helping to craft this bill through the
years and my predecessor as chairman
of the District of Columbia authorizing
committee.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my colleague for
yielding me this time. And I rise in
strong support of H.R. 2657, the District
of Columbia Family Court Act of 2001,
which will create structural and man-
agement reforms so the Family Court
can better serve the needs of the city’s
vulnerable children.

The bill addresses the recruitment
and retention of family court judges
and mandates longer judicial terms of
service in the Family Court to ensure
continuity in the handling of cases. Ad-
ditionally, it imposes the critically im-
portant ‘‘one family, one judge’’ re-
quirement for the Family Court.

After the tragic death of 23-month-
old Brianna Blackmond in January of
2000, the Subcommittee on the District
of Columbia held two hearings to re-
view the status of the Child and Fam-
ily Services Administration and to de-
termine how we could prevent further
tragedies. It was clear from those hear-
ings that reforming CFSA alone would
be insufficient. The court plays an in-
tegral role in the D.C.’s child welfare
system and has to be overhauled as
well.

Anyone who has been following The
Washington Post’s coverage of the Dis-
trict’s most vulnerable residents un-
derstands this is very complex and
challenging, and will require a com-
prehensive response. It is imperative
that the Family Court judges have the
knowledge, the training, and the ad-
ministrative processes in place so that
the best interests of the children in the
City’s child welfare system can be
served. This bill puts the court on the
right track. It provides strategic man-
agement tools the court needs to ac-
complish key reform objectives.

Decisions the Family Court judges
make often have a lasting impact on
children’s lives. We do not want judges
to feel burdened by service in the Fam-
ily Court. This assignment should
never be a form of punishment. That is
why this bill encourages volunteerism
and appoints the Family Court judges
who have committed themselves to the

practice of family law. To ensure
greater continuity, judges need to
serve on the Family Court longer than
the 1 year they have typically served
now. Therefore, the term of service on
the Family Court for new judicial ap-
pointees for D.C. Superior Court is 5
years.

Additionally, the ‘‘one family, one
judge’’ requirement will allow Family
Court judges to handle cases from in-
take through final disposition. They
will then have a full history of the
child’s family dynamics to help them
make better informed decisions regard-
ing the safety and the welfare of the
child.

H.R. 2657 mandates the immediate re-
turn of all family law cases to the
Family Court. The court must elimi-
nate the backlog and manage cases
within the time frame established by
the adoption of the Safe Families Act.
To facilitate case management, the bill
directs the court to integrate its com-
puter system so that judges, mag-
istrate judges, and nonjudicial per-
sonnel will have access to all pending
cases related to a child and his or her
family. The bill requires the D.C. gov-
ernment to integrate the computer sys-
tems with those of the Superior Court
to improve communication in the shar-
ing of information about families
served by the court.

In addition to the training require-
ment for judges, it is important that
they are well informed about critical
social services available to the children
and the families they serve. By requir-
ing a social services liaison and rep-
resentatives from D.C. agencies to be
on site, our bill gives judges the tools
to help children and families access
much-needed programs and services.

I would like to thank the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DELAY), the gentle-
woman from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA),
and the gentlewoman from the District
of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) for their
leadership and dedication on this issue.

H.R. 2657 mandates critical and long
overdue reforms to the current family
division of the D.C. Superior Court, and
I urge all my colleagues to support this
legislation.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
thank the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. TOM DAVIS) for all of the work
that went into this bill in collabora-
tion with the others.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

b 1100

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE), co-chair of
the Children’s Caucus.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 2657
and add my deep appreciation to the
distinguished gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia and for her ability
to work across party lines, and to my
colleague from Texas, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DELAY), the majority
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whip, who has shown, as has the rep-
resentative from the District of Colum-
bia, a deep and abiding caring for the
children of this Nation and of this com-
munity, and to the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA), whose task
and commitment in this process were
necessary to see this legislation move
forward.

My reason for wanting to add my
comments is to say to Brianna
Blackmond that we have not forgotten
her, and to be able to say that this leg-
islation brings honor to lawyers who
practice in family courts and to the
discipline of family law and family
courts. This system now will develop in
the District of Columbia judges who
will have long-lasting expertise and
commitment to the issues dealing with
families, and a D.C. bar that is further
enhanced because their focus is on the
family court system and families. That
will help put a dent in the tragedy of
180 of the District of Columbia’s chil-
dren from 1993 to 2000 that died after
the families came to the attention of
the District’s Child and Family Serv-
ices.

Mr. Speaker, the important aspect of
this is that they came to the attention
of that agency, but the connection was
lost so those children may have been
placed back in homes or back in foster
care that was not good for them and re-
sulted in their death.

Obviously we know that abused chil-
dren result in juvenile delinquents and
incarcerated adults. With a family
court tracking the system of many of
our States, we will have a professional
court that deals specifically with these
issues. This has been a tumultuous
time. We have seen in the last week the
trauma on families and the trauma on
children across the Nation who may
have lost their parents during the trag-
edies of September 11.

We are making a commitment today
to provide another vehicle to nurture
our children and protect them, as we
will do throughout these days for chil-
dren who suffered through September
11, 2001.

I applaud the proponents of this leg-
islation. I believe this will make the
family court in the District of Colum-
bia a very prominent example of how
we can save lives and track families
and how we can intervene appro-
priately in order to provide the most
nurturing and supportive system for
our children.

Mr. Speaker, I add my applause for
those who have supported and will help
pass this legislation.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I reiterate this is a ter-
rific bill. It is a gleam of light in a very
difficult time. I thank the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DELAY) for his leader-
ship and the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON), the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM
DAVIS). I thank my colleagues who

spoke, the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE), the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT),
and all of the people who will be voting
for this bill. Indeed, it could not hap-
pen if we did not have great staff.

Mr. Speaker, I reiterate the names of
some of the staff: Casie Bevan, Russell
Smith, Heea Vazirani-Fales, John
Bouker, Victoria Proctor, Melissa
Wogciak, and all of the others who
have toiled to bring this about. I urge
my colleagues to vote for H.R. 2657, a
bill that will be beneficial to the most
vulnerable children of the District of
Columbia and their families and
strengthen our Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2657.

The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2779

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to have my name
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 2779.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia?

There was no objection.

f

JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELIN-
QUENCY PREVENTION ACT OF
2001

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1900) to amend the Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Prevention
Act of 1974 to provide quality preven-
tion programs and accountability pro-
grams relating to juvenile delinquency;
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1900

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Pre-
vention Act of 2001’’.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Findings.
Sec. 3. Purpose.
Sec. 4. Definitions.
Sec. 5. Concentration of Federal effort.

Sec. 6. Coordinating Council on Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Pre-
vention.

Sec. 7. Annual report.
Sec. 8. Allocation.
Sec. 9. State plans.
Sec. 10. Juvenile delinquency prevention

block grant program.
Sec. 11. Research; evaluation; technical as-

sistance; training.
Sec. 12. Demonstration projects.
Sec. 13. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 14. Administrative authority.
Sec. 15. Use of funds.
Sec. 16. Limitation on use of funds.
Sec. 17. Rules of construction.
Sec. 18. Leasing surplus Federal property.
Sec. 19. Issuance of rules.
Sec. 20. Content of materials.
Sec. 21. Technical and conforming amend-

ments.
Sec. 22. Effective date; application of

amendments.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Section 101 of the Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
5601) is amended to read as follows:

‘‘FINDINGS

‘‘SEC. 101. (a) The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(1) Although the juvenile violent crime
arrest rate in 1999 was the lowest in the dec-
ade, there remains a consensus that the
number of crimes and the rate of offending
by juveniles nationwide is still too high.

‘‘(2) According to the Office of Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Prevention, allow-
ing 1 youth to leave school for a life of crime
and of drug abuse costs society $1,700,000 to
$2,300,000 annually.

‘‘(3) One in every 6 individuals (16.2 per-
cent) arrested for committing violent crime
in 1999 was less than 18 years of age. In 1999,
juveniles accounted for 9 percent of murder
arrests, 17 percent of forcible rape arrests, 25
percent of robbery arrest, 14 percent of ag-
gravated assault arrests, and 24 percent of
weapons arrests.

‘‘(4) More than 1⁄2 of juvenile murder vic-
tims are killed with firearms. Of the nearly
1,800 murder victims less than 18 years of
age, 17 percent of the victims less than 13
years of age were murdered with a firearm,
and 81 percent of the victims 13 years of age
or older were killed with a firearm.

‘‘(5) Juveniles accounted for 13 percent of
all drug abuse violation arrests in 1999. Be-
tween 1990 and 1999, juvenile arrests for drug
abuse violations rose 132 percent.

‘‘(6) Over the last 3 decades, youth gang
problems have increased nationwide. In the
1970’s, 19 States reported youth gang prob-
lems. By the late 1990’s, all 50 States and the
District of Columbia reported gang prob-
lems. For the same period, the number of cit-
ies reporting youth gang problems grew 843
percent, and the number of counties report-
ing gang problems increased more than 1,000
percent.

‘‘(7) According to a national crime survey
of individuals 12 years of age or older during
1999, those 12 to 19 years old are victims of
violent crime at higher rates than individ-
uals in all other age groups. Only 30.8 per-
cent of these violent victimizations were re-
ported by youth to police in 1999.

‘‘(8) One-fifth of juveniles 16 years of age
who had been arrested were first arrested be-
fore attaining 12 years of age. Juveniles who
are known to the juvenile justice system be-
fore attaining 13 years of age are responsible
for a disproportionate share of serious
crimes and violence.

‘‘(9) The increase in the arrest rates for
girls and young juvenile offenders has
changed the composition of violent offenders
entering the juvenile justice system.
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‘‘(10) These problems should be addressed

through a 2-track common sense approach
that addresses the needs of individual juve-
niles and society at large by promoting—

‘‘(A) quality prevention programs that—
‘‘(i) work with juveniles, their families,

local public agencies, and community-based
organizations, and take into consideration
such factors as whether or not juveniles have
been the victims of family violence (includ-
ing child abuse and neglect); and

‘‘(ii) are designed to reduce risks and de-
velop competencies in at-risk juveniles that
will prevent, and reduce the rate of, violent
delinquent behavior; and

‘‘(B) programs that assist in holding juve-
niles accountable for their actions and in de-
veloping the competencies necessary to be-
come responsible and productive members of
their communities, including a system of
graduated sanctions to respond to each de-
linquent act, requiring juveniles to make
restitution, or perform community service,
for the damage caused by their delinquent
acts, and methods for increasing victim sat-
isfaction with respect to the penalties im-
posed on juveniles for their acts.

‘‘(11) Coordinated juvenile justice and de-
linquency prevention projects that meet the
needs of juveniles through the collaboration
of the many local service systems juveniles
encounter can help prevent juveniles from
becoming delinquent and help delinquent
youth return to a productive life.

‘‘(b) Congress must act now to reform this
program by focusing on juvenile delinquency
prevention programs, as well as programs
that hold juveniles accountable for their acts
and which provide opportunities for com-
petency development. Without true reform,
the juvenile justice system will not be able
to overcome the challenges it will face in the
coming years when the number of juveniles
is expected to increase by 18 percent between
2000 and 2030.’’.
SEC. 3. PURPOSE.

Section 102 of the Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
5602) is amended to read as follows:

‘‘PURPOSES

‘‘SEC. 102. The purposes of this title and
title II are—

‘‘(1) to support State and local programs
that prevent juvenile involvement in delin-
quent behavior;

‘‘(2) to assist State and local governments
in promoting public safety by encouraging
accountability for acts of juvenile delin-
quency; and

‘‘(3) to assist State and local governments
in addressing juvenile crime through the pro-
vision of technical assistance, research,
training, evaluation, and the dissemination
of information on effective programs for
combating juvenile delinquency.’’.
SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS.

Section 103 of the Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
5603) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (3) by striking ‘‘to help
prevent juvenile delinquency’’ and inserting
‘‘designed to reduce known risk factors for
juvenile delinquent behavior, provides ac-
tivities that build on protective factors for,
and develop competencies in, juveniles to
prevent, and reduce the rate of, delinquent
juvenile behavior’’,

(2) in paragraph (4) by inserting ‘‘title I of’’
before ‘‘the Omnibus’’ each place it appears,

(3) in paragraph (7) by striking ‘‘the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands,’’,

(4) in paragraph (12)(B) by striking ‘‘, of
any nonoffender,’’,

(5) in paragraph (13)(B) by striking ‘‘, any
nonoffender,’’,

(6) in paragraph (14) by inserting ‘‘drug
trafficking,’’ after ‘‘assault,’’,

(7) in paragraph (16)—
(A) in subparagraph (A) by adding ‘‘and’’ at

the end, and
(B) by striking subparagraph (C),
(8) in paragraph (22)—
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (i), (ii),

and (iii) as subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C),
respectively, and

(B) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end,
(9) in paragraph (23) by striking the period

at the end and inserting a semicolon, and
(10) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(24) the term ‘graduated sanctions’ means

an accountability-based, graduated series of
sanctions (including incentives, treatment,
and services) applicable to juveniles within
the juvenile justice system to hold such ju-
veniles accountable for their actions and to
protect communities from the effects of ju-
venile delinquency by providing appropriate
sanctions for every act for which a juvenile
is adjudicated delinquent, by inducing their
law-abiding behavior, and by preventing
their subsequent involvement with the juve-
nile justice system;

‘‘(25) the term ‘prohibited physical contact’
means—

‘‘(i) any physical contact between a juve-
nile and an adult inmate; and

‘‘(ii) proximity that provides an oppor-
tunity for physical contact between a juve-
nile and an adult inmate;

‘‘(26) the term ‘sustained oral and visual
contact’ means the imparting or interchange
of speech by or between an adult inmate and
a juvenile, or clear visual contact between
an adult inmate and a juvenile in close prox-
imity, but does not include—

‘‘(A) brief communication or brief visual
contact that is accidental or incidental; or

‘‘(B) sounds or noises that cannot reason-
ably be considered to be speech;

‘‘(27) the term ‘adult inmate’ means an in-
dividual who—

‘‘(A) has reached the age of full criminal
responsibility under applicable State law;
and

‘‘(B) has been arrested and is in custody for
or awaiting trial on a criminal charge, or is
convicted of a criminal offense;

‘‘(28) the term ‘violent crime’ means—
‘‘(A) murder or nonnegligent man-

slaughter, forcible rape, or robbery, or
‘‘(B) aggravated assault committed with

the use of a firearm;
‘‘(29) the term ‘collocated facilities’ means

facilities that are located in the same build-
ing, or are part of a related complex of build-
ings located on the same grounds; and

‘‘(30) the term ‘related complex of build-
ings’ means 2 or more buildings that share—

‘‘(A) physical features, such as walls and
fences, or services beyond mechanical serv-
ices (heating, air conditioning, water and
sewer); or

‘‘(B) the specialized services that are al-
lowable under section 31.303(e)(3)(i)(C)(3) of
title 28 of the Code of Federal Regulations,
as in effect on December 10, 1996.’’.
SEC. 5. CONCENTRATION OF FEDERAL EFFORT.

Section 204 of the Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
5614) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (3) by striking ‘‘and of the

prospective’’ and all that follows through
‘‘administered’’,

(B) in paragraph (5) by striking ‘‘parts C
and D’’ each place it appears and inserting
‘‘parts D and E’’, and

(C) by amending paragraph (7) to read as
follows:

‘‘(7) not later than 1 year after the date of
the enactment of this paragraph, issue model
standards for providing mental health care
to incarcerated juveniles.’’,

(2) in subsection (c) by striking ‘‘and re-
ports’’ and all that follows through ‘‘this

part’’, and inserting ‘‘as may be appropriate
to prevent the duplication of efforts, and to
coordinate activities, related to the preven-
tion of juvenile delinquency’’,

(3) by striking subsection (i), and
(4) by redesignating subsection (h) as sub-

section (f).
SEC. 6. COORDINATING COUNCIL ON JUVENILE

JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PRE-
VENTION.

Section 206(c)(2)(B) of the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42
U.S.C. 5616(c)(2)(B)) is amended by striking
‘‘Education and Labor’’ and inserting ‘‘Edu-
cation and the Workforce’’.
SEC. 7. ANNUAL REPORT.

Section 207 of the Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
5617) is amended by striking paragraphs (4)
and (5), and inserting the following:

‘‘(4) An evaluation of the programs funded
under this title and their effectiveness in re-
ducing the incidence of juvenile delinquency,
particularly violent crime, committed by ju-
veniles.’’.
SEC. 8. ALLOCATION.

Section 222 of the Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
5632) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraph (2)—
(i) in subparagraph (A)—
(I) by striking ‘‘(other than parts D and

E)’’,
(II) by striking ‘‘amount, up to $400,000,’’

and inserting ‘‘amount up to $400,000’’,
(III) by striking ‘‘1992’’ the 1st place it ap-

pears and inserting ‘‘2000,’’,
(IV) by striking ‘‘1992’’ the last place it ap-

pears and inserting ‘‘2000’’,
(V) by striking ‘‘the Trust Territory of the

Pacific Islands,’’, and
(VI) by striking ‘‘amount, up to $100,000,’’

and inserting ‘‘amount up to $100,000’’,
(ii) in subparagraph (B)—
(I) by striking ‘‘(other than part D)’’,
(II) by striking ‘‘$400,000’’ and inserting

‘‘$600,000’’,
(III) by striking ‘‘or such greater amount,

up to $600,000’’ and all that follows through
‘‘section 299(a) (1) and (3)’’,

(IV) by striking ‘‘the Trust Territory of
the Pacific Islands,’’,

(V) by striking ‘‘amount, up to $100,000,’’
and inserting ‘‘amount up to $100,000’’, and

(VI) by striking ‘‘1992’’ and inserting
‘‘2000,’’,

(B) in paragraph (3)—
(i) by striking ‘‘allot’’ and inserting ‘‘allo-

cate’’, and
(ii) by striking ‘‘1992’’ each place it appears

and inserting ‘‘2000’’, and
(2) in subsection (b) by striking ‘‘the Trust

Territory of the Pacific Islands,’’.
SEC. 9. STATE PLANS.

Section 223 of the Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
5633) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in the 2d sentence by striking ‘‘and

challenge’’ and all that follows through
‘‘part E’’, and inserting ‘‘, projects, and ac-
tivities’’,

(B) in paragraph (3)—
(i) by striking ‘‘, which—’’ and inserting

‘‘that—’’,
(ii) in subparagraph (A)—
(I) by striking ‘‘not less’’ and all that fol-

lows through ‘‘33’’, and inserting ‘‘the attor-
ney general of the State or such other State
official who has primary responsibility for
overseeing the enforcement of State crimi-
nal laws, and’’,

(II) by inserting ‘‘, in consultation with the
attorney general of the State or such other
State official who has primary responsibility
for overseeing the enforcement of State
criminal laws’’ after ‘‘State’’,
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(III) in clause (i) by striking ‘‘or the ad-

ministration of juvenile justice’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘, the administration of juvenile justice,
or the reduction of juvenile delinquency’’,

(IV) in clause (ii) by striking ‘‘include—’’
and all that follows through the semicolon
at the end of subclause (VIII), and inserting
the following:
‘‘represent a multidisciplinary approach to
addressing juvenile delinquency and may in-
clude—

‘‘(I) individuals who represent units of gen-
eral local government, law enforcement and
juvenile justice agencies, public agencies
concerned with the prevention and treat-
ment of juvenile delinquency and with the
adjudication of juveniles, juveniles, or non-
profit private organizations, particularly
such organizations that serve juveniles; and

‘‘(II) such other individuals as the chief ex-
ecutive officer considers to be appropriate;
and’’, and

(V) by striking clauses (iv) and (v),
(iii) in subparagraph (D)—
(I) in clause (i) by inserting ‘‘and’’ at the

end,
(II) in clause (ii) by striking ‘‘paragraphs’’

and all that follows through ‘‘part E’’, and
inserting ‘‘paragraphs (11), (12), and (13)’’,
and

(III) by striking clause (iii), and
(iv) in subparagraph (E) by striking

‘‘title—’’ and all that follows through ‘‘(ii)’’
and inserting ‘‘title,’’,

(C) in paragraph (5)—
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph

(A) by striking ‘‘, other than’’ and inserting
‘‘reduced by the percentage (if any) specified
by the State under the authority of para-
graph (25) and excluding’’, and

(ii) in subparagraph (C) by striking ‘‘para-
graphs (12)(A), (13), and (14)’’ and inserting
‘‘paragraphs (11), (12), and (13)’’,

(D) by striking paragraph (6),
(E) in paragraph (7) by inserting ‘‘, includ-

ing in rural areas’’ before the semicolon at
the end,

(F) in paragraph (8)—
(i) in subparagraph (A)—
(I) by striking ‘‘for (i)’’ and all that follows

through ‘‘relevant jurisdiction’’, and insert-
ing ‘‘for an analysis of juvenile delinquency
problems in, and the juvenile delinquency
control and delinquency prevention needs
(including educational needs) of, the State’’,
and

(II) by striking ‘‘of the jurisdiction; (ii)’’
and all that follows through the semicolon
at the end, and inserting ‘‘of the State; and’’,

(ii) by amending subparagraph (B) to read
as follows:

‘‘(B) contain—
‘‘(i) a plan for providing needed gender-spe-

cific services for the prevention and treat-
ment of juvenile delinquency;

‘‘(ii) a plan for providing needed services
for the prevention and treatment of juvenile
delinquency in rural areas; and

‘‘(iii) a plan for providing needed mental
health services to juveniles in the juvenile
justice system, including information on
how such plan is being implemented and how
such services will be targeted to those juve-
niles in such system who are in greatest need
of such services;’’, and

(iii) by striking subparagraphs (C) and (D),
(G) by amending paragraph (9) to read as

follows:
‘‘(9) provide for the coordination and max-

imum utilization of existing juvenile delin-
quency programs, programs operated by pub-
lic and private agencies and organizations,
and other related programs (such as edu-
cation, special education, recreation, health,
and welfare programs) in the State;’’,

(H) in paragraph (10)—
(i) in subparagraph (A)—

(I) by striking ‘‘, specifically’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘including’’,

(II) by striking clause (i), and
(III) redesignating clauses (ii) and (iii) as

clauses (i) and (ii), respectively,
(ii) by amending subparagraph (D) to read

as follows:
‘‘(D) programs that provide treatment to

juvenile offenders who are victims of child
abuse or neglect, and to their families, in
order to reduce the likelihood that such ju-
venile offenders will commit subsequent vio-
lations of law;’’,

(iii) in subparagraph (E)—
(I) by redesignating clause (ii) as clause

(iii), and
(II) by striking ‘‘juveniles, provided’’ and

all that follows through ‘‘provides; and’’, and
inserting the following:
‘‘juveniles—

‘‘(i) to encourage juveniles to remain in el-
ementary and secondary schools or in alter-
native learning situations;

‘‘(ii) to provide services to assist juveniles
in making the transition to the world of
work and self-sufficiency; and’’,

(iv) by amending subparagraph (F) to read
as follows:

‘‘(F) expanding the use of probation offi-
cers—

‘‘(i) particularly for the purpose of permit-
ting nonviolent juvenile offenders (including
status offenders) to remain at home with
their families as an alternative to incarcer-
ation or institutionalization; and

‘‘(ii) to ensure that juveniles follow the
terms of their probation;’’,

(v) by amending subparagraph (G) to read
as follows:

‘‘(G) one-on-one mentoring programs that
are designed to link at-risk juveniles and ju-
venile offenders, particularly juveniles resid-
ing in high-crime areas and juveniles experi-
encing educational failure, with responsible
adults (such as law enforcement officers, De-
partment of Defense personnel, adults work-
ing with local businesses, and adults working
with community-based organizations and
agencies) who are properly screened and
trained;’’,

(vii) in subparagraph (H) by striking
‘‘handicapped youth’’ and inserting ‘‘juve-
niles with disabilities’’,

(viii) by striking subparagraph (K),
(ix) in subparagraph (L)—
(I) in clause (iv) by adding ‘‘and’’ at the

end,
(II) in clause (v) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the

end, and
(III) by striking clause (vi),
(x) in subparagraph (M) by striking ‘‘boot

camps’’,
(xi) by amending subparagraph (N) to read

as follows:
‘‘(N) community-based programs and serv-

ices to work with juveniles, their parents,
and other family members during and after
incarceration in order to strengthen families
so that such juveniles may be retained in
their homes;’’,

(xii) in subparagraph (O)—
(I) in striking ‘‘cultural’’ and inserting

‘‘other’’, and
(II) by striking the period at the end and

inserting a semicolon,
(xiii) by redesignating subparagraphs (L),

(M), (N), and (O) as subparagraphs (K), (L),
(M), and (N), respectively; and

(xiv) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(O) programs designed to prevent and to

reduce hate crimes committed by juveniles;
‘‘(P) after-school programs that provide at-

risk juveniles and juveniles in the juvenile
justice system with a range of age-appro-
priate activities, including tutoring, men-
toring, and other educational and enrich-
ment activities;

‘‘(Q) community-based programs that pro-
vide follow-up post-placement services to ad-
judicated juveniles, to promote successful re-
integration into the community;

‘‘(R) projects designed to develop and im-
plement programs to protect the rights of ju-
veniles affected by the juvenile justice sys-
tem; and

‘‘(S) programs designed to provide mental
health services for incarcerated juveniles
suspected to be in need of such services, in-
cluding assessment, development of individ-
ualized treatment plans, and discharge
plans.’’,

(I) by amending paragraph (12) to read as
follows:

‘‘(12) shall, in accordance with rules issued
by the Administrator, provide that—

‘‘(A) juveniles who are charged with or who
have committed an offense that would not be
criminal if committed by an adult, exclud-
ing—

‘‘(i) juveniles who are charged with or who
have committed a violation of section
922(x)(2) of title 18, United States Code, or of
a similar State law;

‘‘(ii) juveniles who are charged with or who
have committed a violation of a valid court
order; and

‘‘(iii) juveniles who are held in accordance
with the Interstate Compact on Juveniles as
enacted by the State;
shall not be placed in secure detention facili-
ties or secure correctional facilities; and

‘‘(B) juveniles—
‘‘(i) who are not charged with any offense;

and
‘‘(ii) who are—
‘‘(I) aliens; or
‘‘(II) alleged to be dependent, neglected, or

abused;

shall not be placed in secure detention facili-
ties or secure correctional facilities;’’,

(J) by amending paragraph (13) to read as
follows:

‘‘(13) provide that—
‘‘(A) juveniles alleged to be or found to be

delinquent or juveniles within the purview of
paragraph (11) will not be detained or con-
fined in any institution in which they have
prohibited physical contact or sustained oral
and visual contact with adult inmates; and

‘‘(B) there is in effect in the State a policy
that requires individuals who work with
both such juveniles and such adult inmates,
including in collocated facilities, have been
trained and certified to work with juve-
niles;’’,

(K) by amending paragraph (14) to read as
follows:

‘‘(14) provide that no juvenile will be de-
tained or confined in any jail or lockup for
adults except—

‘‘(A) juveniles who are accused of non-
status offenses and who are detained in such
jail or lockup for a period not to exceed 6
hours—

‘‘(i) for processing or release;
‘‘(ii) while awaiting transfer to a juvenile

facility; or
‘‘(iii) in which period such juveniles make

a court appearance;

and only if such juveniles do not have pro-
hibited physical contact or sustained oral
and visual contact with adults inmates and
only if there is in effect in the State a policy
that requires individuals who work with
both such juveniles and adult inmates in col-
located facilities have been trained and cer-
tified to work with juveniles;

‘‘(B) juveniles who are accused of non-
status offenses, who are awaiting an initial
court appearance that will occur within 48
hours after being taken into custody (exclud-
ing Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays),
and who are detained in a jail or lockup—

‘‘(i) in which—
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‘‘(I) such juveniles do not have prohibited

physical contact or sustained oral and visual
contact with adults inmates; and

‘‘(II) there is in effect in the State a policy
that requires individuals who work with
both such juveniles and adults inmates in
collocated facilities have been trained and
certified to work with juveniles; and

‘‘(ii) that—
‘‘(I) is located outside a metropolitan sta-

tistical area (as defined by the Office of Man-
agement and Budget) and has no existing ac-
ceptable alternative placement available;

‘‘(II) is located where conditions of dis-
tance to be traveled or the lack of highway,
road, or transportation do not allow for
court appearances within 48 hours (excluding
Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays) so
that a brief (not to exceed an additional 48
hours) delay is excusable; or

‘‘(III) is located where conditions of safety
exist (such as severe adverse, life-threat-
ening weather conditions that do not allow
for reasonably safe travel), in which case the
time for an appearance may be delayed until
24 hours after the time that such conditions
allow for reasonable safe travel;

‘‘(C) juveniles who are accused of non-
status offenses and who are detained not to
exceed 20 days in a jail or lockup that satis-
fies the requirements of subparagraph (B)(i)
if—

‘‘(i) such jail or lockup—
‘‘(I) is located outside a metropolitan sta-

tistical area (as defined by the Office of Man-
agement and Budget); and

‘‘(II) has no existing acceptable alternative
placement available;

‘‘(ii) a parent or other legal guardian (or
guardian ad litem) of the juvenile involved,
in consultation with the counsel rep-
resenting the juvenile, consents to detaining
such juvenile in accordance with this sub-
paragraph and has the right to revoke such
consent at any time;

‘‘(iii) the juvenile has counsel, and the
counsel representing such juvenile—

‘‘(I) consults with the parents of the juve-
nile to determine the appropriate placement
of the juvenile; and

‘‘(II) has an opportunity to present the ju-
venile’s position regarding the detention in-
volved to the court before the court approves
such detention;

‘‘(iv) the court hears from the juvenile be-
fore court approval of such placement; and

‘‘(v) detaining such juvenile in accordance
with this subparagraph is—

‘‘(I) approved in advance by a court with
competent jurisdiction that has determined
that such placement is in the best interest of
such juvenile; and

‘‘(II) required to be reviewed periodically
and in the presence of the juvenile, at inter-
vals of not more than 5 days (excluding Sat-
urdays, Sundays, and legal holidays), by
such court for the duration of detention;’’,

(L) in paragraph (15)—
(i) by striking ‘‘paragraph (12)(A), para-

graph (13), and paragraph (14)’’ and inserting
‘‘paragraphs (11), (12), and (13)’’, and

(ii) by striking ‘‘paragraph (12)(A) and
paragraph (13)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs
(11) and (12)’’,

(M) in paragraph (16) by striking ‘‘men-
tally, emotionally, or physically handi-
capping conditions’’ and inserting ‘‘dis-
ability’’,

(N) by amending paragraph (19) to read as
follows:

‘‘(19) provide assurances that—
‘‘(A) any assistance provided under this

Act will not cause the displacement (includ-
ing a partial displacement, such as a reduc-
tion in the hours of nonovertime work,
wages, or employment benefits) of any cur-
rently employed employee;

‘‘(B) activities assisted under this Act will
not impair an existing collective bargaining
relationship, contract for services, or collec-
tive bargaining agreement; and

‘‘(C) no such activity that would be incon-
sistent with the terms of a collective bar-
gaining agreement shall be undertaken with-
out the written concurrence of the labor or-
ganization involved;’’,

(O) by amending paragraph (22) to read as
follows:

‘‘(22) provide that the State agency des-
ignated under paragraph (1) will—

‘‘(A) to the extent practicable give priority
in funding to programs and activities that
are based on rigorous, systematic, and objec-
tive research that is scientifically based;

‘‘(B) from time to time, but not less than
annually, review its plan and submit to the
Administrator an analysis and evaluation of
the effectiveness of the programs and activi-
ties carried out under the plan, and any
modifications in the plan, including the sur-
vey of State and local needs, that it con-
siders necessary; and

‘‘(C) not expend funds to carry out a pro-
gram if the recipient of funds who carried
out such program during the preceding 2-
year period fails to demonstrate, before the
expiration of such 2-year period, that such
program achieved substantial success in
achieving the goals specified in the applica-
tion submitted by such recipient to the
State agency;’’,

(P) by amending paragraph (23) to read as
follows:

‘‘(23) address juvenile delinquency preven-
tion efforts and system improvement efforts
designed to reduce, without establishing or
requiring numerical standards or quotas, the
disproportionate number of juvenile mem-
bers of minority groups, who come into con-
tact with the juvenile justice system;’’,

(Q) by amending paragraph (24) to read as
follows:

‘‘(24) provide that if a juvenile is taken
into custody for violating a valid court order
issued for committing a status offense—

‘‘(A) an appropriate public agency shall be
promptly notified that such juvenile is held
in custody for violating such order;

‘‘(B) not later than 24 hours during which
such juvenile is so held, an authorized rep-
resentative of such agency shall interview,
in person, such juvenile; and

‘‘(C) not later than 48 hours during which
such juvenile is so held—

‘‘(i) such representative shall submit an as-
sessment to the court that issued such order,
regarding the immediate needs of such juve-
nile; and

‘‘(ii) such court shall conduct a hearing to
determine—

‘‘(I) whether there is reasonable cause to
believe that such juvenile violated such
order; and

‘‘(II) the appropriate placement of such ju-
venile pending disposition of the violation
alleged;’’,

(R) in paragraph (25)—
(i) by striking ‘‘1992’’ and inserting ‘‘2000’’,

and
(ii) by striking the period at the end and

inserting a semicolon,
(S) by redesignating paragraphs (7)

through (25) as paragraphs (6) through (24),
respectively, and

(T) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(25) specify a percentage (if any), not to

exceed 5 percent, of funds received by the
State under section 222 (other than funds
made available to the State advisory group
under section 222(d)) that the State will re-
serve for expenditure by the State to provide
incentive grants to units of general local
government that reduce the caseload of pro-
bation officers within such units;

‘‘(26) provide that the State, to the max-
imum extent practicable, will implement a
system to ensure that if a juvenile is before
a court in the juvenile justice system, public
child welfare records (including child protec-
tive services records) relating to such juve-
nile that are on file in the geographical area
under the jurisdiction of such court will be
made known to such court;

‘‘(27) establish policies and systems to in-
corporate relevant child protective services
records into juvenile justice records for pur-
poses of establishing and implementing
treatment plans for juvenile offenders; and

‘‘(28) provide assurances that juvenile of-
fenders whose placement is funded through
section 472 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 672) receive the protections specified
in section 471 of such Act (42 U.S.C. 671), in-
cluding a case plan and case plan review as
defined in section 475 of such Act (42 U.S.C.
675).’’,

(2) by amending subsection (c) to read as
follows:

‘‘(c) If a State fails to comply with any of
the applicable requirements of paragraphs
(11), (12), (13), and (22) of subsection (a) in
any fiscal year beginning after September 30,
2001, then—

‘‘(1) subject to paragraph (2), the amount
allocated to such State under section 222 for
the subsequent fiscal year shall be reduced
by not less than 12.5 percent for each such
paragraph with respect to which the failure
occurs, and

‘‘(2) the State shall be ineligible to receive
any allocation under such section for such
fiscal year unless—

‘‘(A) the State agrees to expend 50 percent
of the amount allocated to the State for such
fiscal year to achieve compliance with any
such paragraph with respect to which the
State is in noncompliance; or

‘‘(B) the Administrator determines that
the State—

‘‘(i) has achieved substantial compliance
with such applicable requirements with re-
spect to which the State was not in compli-
ance; and

‘‘(ii) has made, through appropriate execu-
tive or legislative action, an unequivocal
commitment to achieving full compliance
with such applicable requirements within a
reasonable time.’’,

(3) in subsection (d)—
(A) by striking ‘‘allotment’’ and inserting

‘‘allocation’’, and
(B) by striking ‘‘subsection (a) (12)(A), (13),

(14) and (23)’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘paragraphs (11), (12), (13), and (22) of
subsection (a)’’, and

(4) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(e) Notwithstanding any other provision

of law, the Administrator shall establish ap-
propriate administrative and supervisory
board membership requirements for a State
agency designated under subsection (a)(1)
and permit the State advisory group ap-
pointed under subsection (a)(3) to operate as
the supervisory board for such agency, at the
discretion of the chief executive officer of
the State.’’.
SEC. 10. JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PREVENTION

BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM.
Title II of the Juvenile Justice and Delin-

quency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5611
et seq.) is amended—

(1) by striking parts C, D, E, F, G, and H,
(2) by striking the 1st part I,
(3) by redesignating the 2d part I as part F,

and
(4) by inserting after part B the following:

‘‘PART C—JUVENILE DELINQUENCY
PREVENTION BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM

‘‘SEC. 241. AUTHORITY TO MAKE GRANTS.
‘‘(a) GRANTS TO ELIGIBLE STATES.—The Ad-

ministrator may make grants to eligible
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States, from funds allocated under section
242, for the purpose of providing financial as-
sistance to eligible entities to carry out
projects designed to prevent juvenile delin-
quency, including—

‘‘(1) projects that provide treatment (in-
cluding treatment for mental health prob-
lems) to juvenile offenders, and juveniles
who are at risk of becoming juvenile offend-
ers, who are victims of child abuse or neglect
or who have experienced violence in their
homes, at school, or in the community, and
to their families, in order to reduce the like-
lihood that such juveniles will commit viola-
tions of law;

‘‘(2) educational projects or supportive
services for delinquent or other juveniles—

‘‘(A) to encourage juveniles to remain in
elementary and secondary schools or in al-
ternative learning situations in educational
settings;

‘‘(B) to provide services to assist juveniles
in making the transition to the world of
work and self-sufficiency;

‘‘(C) to assist in identifying learning dif-
ficulties (including learning disabilities);

‘‘(D) to prevent unwarranted and arbitrary
suspensions and expulsions;

‘‘(E) to encourage new approaches and
techniques with respect to the prevention of
school violence and vandalism;

‘‘(F) which assist law enforcement per-
sonnel and juvenile justice personnel to
more effectively recognize and provide for
learning-disabled and other juveniles with
disabilities;

‘‘(G) which develop locally coordinated
policies and programs among education, ju-
venile justice, and social service agencies; or

‘‘(H) to provide services to juveniles with
serious mental and emotional disturbances
(SED) in need of mental health services;

‘‘(3) projects which expand the use of pro-
bation officers—

‘‘(A) particularly for the purpose of permit-
ting nonviolent juvenile offenders (including
status offenders) to remain at home with
their families as an alternative to incarcer-
ation or institutionalization; and

‘‘(B) to ensure that juveniles follow the
terms of their probation;

‘‘(4) one-on-one mentoring projects that
are designed to link at-risk juveniles and ju-
venile offenders who did not commit serious
crime, particularly juveniles residing in
high-crime areas and juveniles experiencing
educational failure, with responsible adults
(such as law enforcement officers, adults
working with local businesses, and adults
working for community-based organizations
and agencies) who are properly screened and
trained;

‘‘(5) community-based projects and serv-
ices (including literacy and social service
programs) which work with juvenile offend-
ers and juveniles who are at risk of becoming
juvenile offenders, including those from fam-
ilies with limited English-speaking pro-
ficiency, their parents, their siblings, and
other family members during and after in-
carceration of the juvenile offenders, in
order to strengthen families, to allow juve-
nile offenders to be retained in their homes,
and to prevent the involvement of other ju-
venile family members in delinquent activi-
ties;

‘‘(6) projects designed to provide for the
treatment (including mental health services)
of juveniles for dependence on or abuse of al-
cohol, drugs, or other harmful substances;

‘‘(7) projects which leverage funds to pro-
vide scholarships for postsecondary edu-
cation and training for low-income juveniles
who reside in neighborhoods with high rates
of poverty, violence, and drug-related
crimes;

‘‘(8) projects which provide for an initial
intake screening of each juvenile taken into
custody—

‘‘(A) to determine the likelihood that such
juvenile will commit a subsequent offense;
and

‘‘(B) to provide appropriate interventions
(including mental health services) to prevent
such juvenile from committing subsequent
offenses;

‘‘(9) projects (including school- or commu-
nity-based projects) that are designed to pre-
vent, and reduce the rate of, the participa-
tion of juveniles in gangs that commit
crimes (particularly violent crimes), that
unlawfully use firearms and other weapons,
or that unlawfully traffic in drugs and that
involve, to the extent practicable, families
and other community members (including
law enforcement personnel and members of
the business community) in the activities
conducted under such projects;

‘‘(10) comprehensive juvenile justice and
delinquency prevention projects that meet
the needs of juveniles through the collabora-
tion of the many local service systems juve-
niles encounter, including schools, courts,
law enforcement agencies, child protection
agencies, mental health agencies, welfare
services, health care agencies (including col-
laboration on appropriate prenatal care for
pregnant juvenile offenders), private non-
profit agencies, and public recreation agen-
cies offering services to juveniles;

‘‘(11) to develop, implement, and support,
in conjunction with public and private agen-
cies, organizations, and businesses, projects
for the employment of juveniles and referral
to job training programs (including referral
to Federal job training programs);

‘‘(12) delinquency prevention activities
which involve youth clubs, sports, recreation
and parks, peer counseling and teaching, the
arts, leadership development, community
service, volunteer service, before- and after-
school programs, violence prevention activi-
ties, mediation skills training, camping, en-
vironmental education, ethnic or cultural
enrichment, tutoring, and academic enrich-
ment;

‘‘(13) to establish policies and systems to
incorporate relevant child protective serv-
ices records into juvenile justice records for
purposes of establishing treatment plans for
juvenile offenders;

‘‘(14) programs that encourage social com-
petencies, problem-solving skills, and com-
munication skills, youth leadership, and
civic involvement;

‘‘(15) programs that focus on the needs of
young girls at-risk of delinquency or status
offenses;

‘‘(16) projects which provide for—
‘‘(A) an assessment by a qualified mental

health professional of incarcerated juveniles
who are suspected to be in need of mental
health services;

‘‘(B) the development of an individualized
treatment plan for those incarcerated juve-
niles determined to be in need of such serv-
ices;

‘‘(C) the inclusion of a discharge plan for
incarcerated juveniles receiving mental
health services that addresses aftercare serv-
ices; and

‘‘(D) all juveniles receiving psychotropic
medications to be under the care of a li-
censed mental health professional;

‘‘(17) after-school programs that provide
at-risk juveniles and juveniles in the juve-
nile justice system with a range of age-ap-
propriate activities, including tutoring,
mentoring, and other educational and en-
richment activities;

‘‘(18) programs related to the establish-
ment and maintenance of a school violence
hotline, based on a public-private partner-
ship, that students and parents can use to re-

port suspicious, violent, or threatening be-
havior to local school and law enforcement
authorities;

‘‘(19) programs (excluding programs to pur-
chase guns from juveniles) designed to re-
duce the unlawful acquisition and illegal use
of guns by juveniles, including partnerships
between law enforcement agencies, health
professionals, school officials, firearms man-
ufacturers, consumer groups, faith-based
groups and community organizations;

‘‘(20) programs designed to prevent animal
cruelty by juveniles and to counsel juveniles
who commit animal cruelty offenses, includ-
ing partnerships among law enforcement
agencies, animal control officers, social serv-
ices agencies, and school officials;

‘‘(21) programs that provide suicide preven-
tion services for incarcerated juveniles and
for juveniles leaving the incarceration sys-
tem;

‘‘(22) programs to establish partnerships
between State educational agencies and
local educational agencies for the design and
implementation of character education and
training programs that reflect the values of
parents, teachers, and local communities,
and incorporate elements of good character,
including honesty, citizenship, courage, jus-
tice, respect, personal responsibility, and
trustworthiness;

‘‘(23) programs that foster strong character
development in at-risk juveniles and juve-
niles in the juvenile justice system;

‘‘(24) local programs that provide for im-
mediate psychological evaluation and follow-
up treatment (including evaluation and
treatment during a mandatory holding pe-
riod for not less than 24 hours) for juveniles
who bring a gun on school grounds without
permission from appropriate school authori-
ties; and

‘‘(25) other activities that are likely to pre-
vent juvenile delinquency.

‘‘(b) GRANTS TO ELIGIBLE INDIAN TRIBES.—
The Administrator may make grants to eli-
gible Indian tribes from funds allocated
under section 242(b), to carry out projects of
the kinds described in subsection (a).
‘‘SEC. 242. ALLOCATION.

‘‘(a) ALLOCATION AMONG ELIGIBLE
STATES.—Subject to subsection (b), funds ap-
propriated to carry out this part shall be al-
located among eligible States proportion-
ately based on the population that is less
than 18 years of age in the eligible States.

‘‘(b) ALLOCATION AMONG INDIAN TRIBES
COLLECTIVELY.—Before allocating funds
under subsection (a) among eligible States,
the Administrator shall allocate among eli-
gible Indian tribes as determined under sec-
tion 246(a), an aggregate amount equal to the
amount such tribes would be allocated under
subsection (a), and without regard to this
subsection, if such tribes were treated collec-
tively as an eligible State.
‘‘SEC. 243. ELIGIBILITY OF STATES.

‘‘(a) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to re-
ceive a grant under section 241, a State shall
submit to the Administrator an application
that contains the following:

‘‘(1) An assurance that the State will use—
‘‘(A) not more than 5 percent of such grant,

in the aggregate, for—
‘‘(i) the costs incurred by the State to

carry out this part; and
‘‘(ii) to evaluate, and provide technical as-

sistance relating to, projects and activities
carried out with funds provided under this
part; and

‘‘(B) the remainder of such grant to make
grants under section 244.

‘‘(2) An assurance that, and a detailed de-
scription of how, such grant will supplement,
and not supplant State and local efforts to
prevent juvenile delinquency.

‘‘(3) An assurance that such application
was prepared after consultation with and
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participation by the State advisory group,
community-based organizations, and organi-
zations in the local juvenile justice system,
that carry out programs, projects, or activi-
ties to prevent juvenile delinquency.

‘‘(4) An assurance that the State advisory
group will be afforded the opportunity to re-
view and comment on all grant applications
submitted to the State agency.

‘‘(5) An assurance that each eligible entity
described in section 244 that receives an ini-
tial grant under section 244 to carry out a
project or activity shall also receive an as-
surance from the State that such entity will
receive from the State, for the subsequent
fiscal year to carry out such project or activ-
ity, a grant under such section in an amount
that is proportional, based on such initial
grant and on the amount of the grant re-
ceived under section 241 by the State for
such subsequent fiscal year, but that does
not exceed the amount specified for such
subsequent fiscal year in such application as
approved by the State.

‘‘(6) Such other information and assur-
ances as the Administrator may reasonably
require by rule.

‘‘(b) APPROVAL OF APPLICATIONS.—
‘‘(1) APPROVAL REQUIRED.—Subject to para-

graph (2), the Administrator shall approve an
application, and amendments to such appli-
cation submitted in subsequent fiscal years,
that satisfy the requirements of subsection
(a).

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The Administrator may
not approve such application (including
amendments to such application) for a fiscal
year unless—

‘‘(A)(i) the State submitted a plan under
section 223 for such fiscal year; and

‘‘(ii) such plan is approved by the Adminis-
trator for such fiscal year; or

‘‘(B) the Administrator waives the applica-
tion of subparagraph (A) to such State for
such fiscal year, after finding good cause for
such a waiver.
‘‘SEC. 244. GRANTS FOR LOCAL PROJECTS.

‘‘(a) GRANTS BY STATES.—Using a grant re-
ceived under section 241, a State may make
grants to eligible entities whose applications
are received by the State, and reviewed by
the State advisory group, to carry out
projects and activities described in section
241.

‘‘(b) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION.—For purposes
of making grants under subsection (a), the
State shall give special consideration to eli-
gible entities that—

‘‘(1) propose to carry out such projects in
geographical areas in which there is—

‘‘(A) a disproportionately high level of seri-
ous crime committed by juveniles; or

‘‘(B) a recent rapid increase in the number
of nonstatus offenses committed by juve-
niles;

‘‘(2)(A) agreed to carry out such projects or
activities that are multidisciplinary and in-
volve more than 2 private nonprofit agencies,
organizations, and institutions that have ex-
perience dealing with juveniles; or

‘‘(B) represent communities that have a
comprehensive plan designed to identify at-
risk juveniles and to prevent or reduce the
rate of juvenile delinquency, and that in-
volve other entities operated by individuals
who have a demonstrated history of involve-
ment in activities designed to prevent juve-
nile delinquency; and

‘‘(3) the amount of resources (in cash or in
kind) such entities will provide to carry out
such projects and activities.
‘‘SEC. 245. ELIGIBILITY OF ENTITIES.

‘‘(a) ELIGIBILITY.—Except as provided in
subsection (b), to be eligible to receive a
grant under section 244, a unit of general
purpose local government, acting jointly
with not fewer than 2 private nonprofit agen-

cies, organizations, and institutions that
have experience dealing with juveniles, shall
submit to the State an application that con-
tains the following:

‘‘(1) An assurance that such applicant will
use such grant, and each such grant received
for the subsequent fiscal year, to carry out
throughout a 2-year period a project or ac-
tivity described in reasonable detail, and of a
kind described in one or more of paragraphs
(1) through (25) of section 241(a) as specified
in, such application.

‘‘(2) A statement of the particular goals
such project or activity is designed to
achieve, and the methods such entity will
use to achieve, and assess the achievement
of, each of such goals.

‘‘(3) A statement identifying the research
(if any) such entity relied on in preparing
such application.

‘‘(b) LIMITATION.—If an eligible entity that
receives a grant under section 244 to carry
out a project or activity for a 2-year period,
and receives technical assistance from the
State or the Administrator after requesting
such technical assistance (if any), fails to
demonstrate, before the expiration of such 2-
year period, that such project or such activ-
ity has achieved substantial success in
achieving the goals specified in the applica-
tion submitted by such entity to receive
such grants, then such entity shall not be el-
igible to receive any subsequent grant under
such section to continue to carry out such
project or activity.
‘‘SEC. 246. GRANTS TO INDIAN TRIBES.

‘‘(a) ELIGIBILITY.—
‘‘(1) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive

a grant under section 241(b), an Indian tribe
shall submit to the Administrator an appli-
cation in accordance with this section, in
such form and containing such information
as the Administrator may require by rule.

‘‘(2) PLANS.—Such application shall include
a plan for conducting programs, projects,
and activities described in section 241(a),
which plan shall—

‘‘(A) provide evidence that the applicant
Indian tribe performs law enforcement func-
tions (as determined by the Secretary of the
Interior);

‘‘(B) identify the juvenile justice and delin-
quency problems and juvenile delinquency
prevention needs to be addressed by activi-
ties conducted with funds provided by the
grant for which such application is sub-
mitted, by the Indian tribe in the geo-
graphical area under the jurisdiction of the
Indian tribe;

‘‘(C) provide for fiscal control and account-
ing procedures that—

‘‘(i) are necessary to ensure the prudent
use, proper disbursement, and accounting of
grants received by applicants under this sec-
tion; and

‘‘(ii) are consistent with the requirement
specified in subparagraph (B); and

‘‘(D) comply with the requirements speci-
fied in section 223(a) (excluding any require-
ment relating to consultation with a State
advisory group) and with the requirements
specified in section 222(c); and

‘‘(E) contain such other information, and
be subject to such additional requirements,
as the Administrator may reasonably require
by rule to ensure the effectiveness of the
projects for which grants are made under
section 241(b).

‘‘(b) FACTORS FOR CONSIDERATION.—For the
purpose of selecting eligible applicants to re-
ceive grants under section 241(b), the Admin-
istrator shall consider—

‘‘(1) the resources that are available to
each applicant Indian tribe that will assist,
and be coordinated with, the overall juvenile
justice system of the Indian tribe; and

‘‘(2) with respect to each such applicant—

‘‘(A) the juvenile population; and
‘‘(B) the population and the entities that

will be served by projects proposed to be car-
ried out with the grant for which the appli-
cation is submitted.

‘‘(c) GRANT PROCESS.—
‘‘(1) SELECTION OF GRANT RECIPIENTS.—
‘‘(A) SELECTION REQUIREMENTS.—Except as

provided in paragraph (2), the Administrator
shall—

‘‘(i) make grants under this section on a
competitive basis; and

‘‘(ii) specify in writing to each applicant
selected to receive a grant under this sec-
tion, the terms and conditions on which such
grant is made to such applicant.

‘‘(B) PERIOD OF GRANT.—A grant made
under this section shall be available for ex-
penditure during a 2–year period.

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—If—
‘‘(A) in the 2-year period for which a grant

made under this section shall be expended,
the recipient of such grant applies to receive
a subsequent grant under this section; and

‘‘(B) the Administrator determines that
such recipient performed during the year
preceding the 2–year period for which such
recipient applies to receive such subsequent
grant satisfactorily and in accordance with
the terms and conditions applicable to the
grant received;
then the Administrator may waive the appli-
cation of the competition-based requirement
specified in paragraph (1)(A)(i) and may
allow the applicant to incorporate by ref-
erence in the current application the text of
the plan contained in the recipient’s most re-
cent application previously approved under
this section.

‘‘(3) AUTHORITY TO MODIFY APPLICATION
PROCESS FOR SUBSEQUENT GRANTS.—The Ad-
ministrator may modify by rule the oper-
ation of subsection (a) with respect to the
submission and contents of applications for
subsequent grants described in paragraph (2).

‘‘(d) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Each In-
dian tribe that receives a grant under this
section shall be subject to the fiscal account-
ability provisions of section 5(f)(1) of the In-
dian Self-Determination and Education As-
sistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450c(f)(1)), relating to
the submission of a single-agency audit re-
port required by chapter 75 of title 31, United
States Code.

‘‘(e) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—(1) Funds
appropriated for the activities of any agency
of an Indian tribal government or the Bureau
of Indian Affairs performing law enforce-
ment functions on any Indian lands may be
used to provide the non-Federal share of any
program or project with a matching require-
ment funded under this section.

‘‘(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply with re-
spect to funds appropriated before the date
of the enactment of the Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Act of 2001.

‘‘(3) If the Administrator determines that
an Indian tribe does not have sufficient funds
available to meet the non-Federal share of
the cost of any program or activity to be
funded under the grant, the Administrator
may increase the Federal share of the cost
thereof to the extent the Administrator
deems necessary.’’.
SEC. 11. RESEARCH; EVALUATION; TECHNICAL

ASSISTANCE; TRAINING.
Title II of the Juvenile Justice and Delin-

quency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5611
et seq.) is amended by inserting after part C,
as added by section 10, the following:

‘‘PART D—RESEARCH; EVALUATION;
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE; TRAINING

‘‘SEC. 251. RESEARCH AND EVALUATION; STATIS-
TICAL ANALYSES; INFORMATION
DISSEMINATION

‘‘(a) RESEARCH AND EVALUATION.—(1) The
Administrator may—
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‘‘(A) plan and identify the purposes and

goals of all agreements carried out with
funds provided under this subsection; and

‘‘(B) conduct research or evaluation in ju-
venile justice matters, for the purpose of
providing research and evaluation relating
to—

‘‘(i) the prevention, reduction, and control
of juvenile delinquency and serious crime
committed by juveniles;

‘‘(ii) the link between juvenile delinquency
and the incarceration of members of the
families of juveniles;

‘‘(iii) successful efforts to prevent first-
time minor offenders from committing sub-
sequent involvement in serious crime;

‘‘(iv) successful efforts to prevent recidi-
vism;

‘‘(v) the juvenile justice system;
‘‘(vi) juvenile violence;
‘‘(vii) appropriate mental health services

for juveniles and youth at risk of partici-
pating in delinquent activities;

‘‘(viii) reducing the proportion of juveniles
detained or confined in secure detention fa-
cilities, secure correctional facilities, jails,
and lockups who are members of minority
groups;

‘‘(ix) evaluating services, treatment, and
aftercare placement of juveniles who were
under the care of the State child protection
system before their placement in the juve-
nile justice system;

‘‘(x) determining—
‘‘(I) the frequency, seriousness, and inci-

dence of drug use by youth in schools and
communities in the States using, if appro-
priate, data submitted by the States pursu-
ant to this subparagraph and subsection (b);
and

‘‘(II) the frequency, degree of harm, and
morbidity of violent incidents, particularly
firearm-related injuries and fatalities, by
youth in schools and communities in the
States, including information with respect
to—

‘‘(aa) the relationship between victims and
perpetrators;

‘‘(bb) demographic characteristics of vic-
tims and perpetrators; and

‘‘(cc) the type of weapons used in incidents,
as classified in the Uniform Crime Reports of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation; and

‘‘(xi) other purposes consistent with the
purposes of this title and title I.

‘‘(2) The Administrator shall ensure that
an equitable amount of funds available to
carry out paragraph (1)(B) is used for re-
search and evaluation relating to the preven-
tion of juvenile delinquency.

‘‘(3) Nothing in this subsection shall be
construed to permit the development of a na-
tional database of personally identifiable in-
formation on individuals involved in studies,
or in data-collection efforts, carried out
under paragraph (1)(B)(x).

‘‘(4) Not later than 1 year after the date of
enactment of this paragraph, the Adminis-
trator shall conduct a study with respect to
juveniles who, prior to placement in the ju-
venile justice system, were under the care or
custody of the State child welfare system,
and to juveniles who are unable to return to
their family after completing their disposi-
tion in the juvenile justice system and who
remain wards of the State. Such study shall
include—

‘‘(A) the number of juveniles in each cat-
egory;

‘‘(B) the extent to which State juvenile
justice systems and child welfare systems
are coordinating services and treatment for
such juveniles;

‘‘(C) the Federal and local sources of funds
used for placements and post-placement
services;

‘‘(D) barriers faced by State in providing
services to these juveniles;

‘‘(E) the types of post-placement services
used;

‘‘(F) the frequency of case plans and case
plan reviews; and

‘‘(G) the extent to which case plans iden-
tify and address permanency and placement
barriers and treatment plans.

‘‘(b) STATISTICAL ANALYSES.—The Adminis-
trator may—

‘‘(1) plan and identify the purposes and
goals of all agreements carried out with
funds provided under this subsection; and

‘‘(2) undertake statistical work in juvenile
justice matters, for the purpose of providing
for the collection, analysis, and dissemina-
tion of statistical data and information re-
lating to juvenile delinquency and serious
crimes committed by juveniles, to the juve-
nile justice system, to juvenile violence, and
to other purposes consistent with the pur-
poses of this title and title I.

‘‘(c) COMPETITIVE SELECTION PROCESS.—The
Administrator shall use a competitive proc-
ess, established by rule by the Adminis-
trator, to carry out subsections (a) and (b).

‘‘(d) IMPLEMENTATION OF AGREEMENTS.—A
Federal agency that makes an agreement
under subsections (a)(1)(B) and (b)(2) with
the Administrator may carry out such agree-
ment directly or by making grants to or con-
tracts with public and private agencies, in-
stitutions, and organizations.

‘‘(e) INFORMATION DISSEMINATION.—The Ad-
ministrator may—

‘‘(1) review reports and data relating to the
juvenile justice system in the United States
and in foreign nations (as appropriate), col-
lect data and information from studies and
research into all aspects of juvenile delin-
quency (including the causes, prevention,
and treatment of juvenile delinquency) and
serious crimes committed by juveniles;

‘‘(2) establish and operate, directly or by
contract, a clearinghouse and information
center for the preparation, publication, and
dissemination of information relating to ju-
venile delinquency, including State and local
prevention and treatment programs, plans,
resources, and training and technical assist-
ance programs; and

‘‘(3) make grants and contracts with public
and private agencies, institutions, and orga-
nizations, for the purpose of disseminating
information to representatives and personnel
of public and private agencies, including
practitioners in juvenile justice, law enforce-
ment, the courts, corrections, schools, and
related services, in the establishment, imple-
mentation, and operation of projects and ac-
tivities for which financial assistance is pro-
vided under this title.
‘‘SEC. 252. TRAINING AND TECHNICAL ASSIST-

ANCE.
‘‘(a) TRAINING.—The Administrator may—
‘‘(1) develop and carry out projects for the

purpose of training representatives and per-
sonnel of public and private agencies, includ-
ing practitioners in juvenile justice, law en-
forcement, courts (including model juvenile
and family courts), corrections, schools, and
related services, to carry out the purposes
specified in section 102; and

‘‘(2) make grants to and contracts with
public and private agencies, institutions, and
organizations for the purpose of training rep-
resentatives and personnel of public and pri-
vate agencies, including practitioners in ju-
venile justice, law enforcement, courts (in-
cluding model juvenile and family courts),
corrections, schools, and related services, to
carry out the purposes specified in section
102.

‘‘(b) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Adminis-
trator may—

‘‘(1) develop and implement projects for
the purpose of providing technical assistance
to representatives and personnel of public
and private agencies and organizations, in-

cluding practitioners in juvenile justice, law
enforcement, courts (including model juve-
nile and family courts), corrections, schools,
and related services, in the establishment,
implementation, and operation of programs,
projects, and activities for which financial
assistance is provided under this title; and

‘‘(2) make grants to and contracts with
public and private agencies, institutions, and
organizations, for the purpose of providing
technical assistance to representatives and
personnel of public and private agencies, in-
cluding practitioners in juvenile justice, law
enforcement, courts (including model juve-
nile and family courts), corrections, schools,
and related services, in the establishment,
implementation, and operation of programs,
projects, and activities for which financial
assistance is provided under this title.

‘‘(c) TRAINING AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE
TO MENTAL HEALTH PROFESSIONALS AND LAW
ENFORCEMENT PERSONNEL.—The Adminis-
trator shall provide training and technical
assistance to mental health professionals
and law enforcement personnel (including
public defenders, police officers, probation
officers, judges, parole officials, and correc-
tional officers) to address or to promote the
development, testing, or demonstration of
promising or innovative models (including
model juvenile and family courts), programs,
or delivery systems that address the needs of
juveniles who are alleged or adjudicated de-
linquent and who, as a result of such status,
are placed in secure detention or confine-
ment or in nonsecure residential place-
ments.’’.
SEC. 12. DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.

Title II of the Juvenile Justice and Delin-
quency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5611
et seq.) is amended by inserting after part D,
as added by section 11, the following:
‘‘PART E—DEVELOPING, TESTING, AND

DEMONSTRATING PROMISING NEW INI-
TIATIVES AND PROGRAMS

‘‘SEC. 261. GRANTS AND PROJECTS.
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY TO MAKE GRANTS.—The

Administrator may make grants to and con-
tracts with States, units of general local
government, Indian tribal governments, pub-
lic and private agencies, organizations, and
individuals, or combinations thereof, to
carry out projects for the development, test-
ing, and demonstration of promising initia-
tives and programs for the prevention, con-
trol, or reduction of juvenile delinquency.
The Administrator shall ensure that, to the
extent reasonable and practicable, such
grants are made to achieve an equitable geo-
graphical distribution of such projects
throughout the United States.

‘‘(b) USE OF GRANTS.—A grant made under
subsection (a) may be used to pay all or part
of the cost of the project for which such
grant is made.
‘‘SEC. 262. GRANTS FOR TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.

‘‘The Administrator may make grants to
and contracts with public and private agen-
cies, organizations, and individuals to pro-
vide technical assistance to States, units of
general local government, Indian tribal gov-
ernments, local private entities or agencies,
or any combination thereof, to carry out the
projects for which grants are made under
section 261.
‘‘SEC. 263. ELIGIBILITY.

‘‘To be eligible to receive a grant made
under this part, a public or private agency,
Indian tribal government, organization, in-
stitution, individual, or combination thereof
shall submit an application to the Adminis-
trator at such time, in such form, and con-
taining such information as the Adminis-
trator may reasonably require by rule.
‘‘SEC. 264. REPORTS.

‘‘Recipients of grants made under this part
shall submit to the Administrator such re-
ports as may be reasonably requested by the
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Administrator to describe progress achieved
in carrying out the projects for which such
grants are made.’’.
SEC. 13. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 299 of the Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
5671) is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (e), and
(2) by striking subsections (a), (b), and (c),

and inserting the following:
‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

FOR TITLE II (EXCLUDING PARTS C AND E).—
(1) There are authorized to be appropriated
to carry out this title such sums as may be
appropriate for fiscal years 2002, 2003, 2004,
2005, and 2006.

‘‘(2) Of such sums as are appropriated for a
fiscal year to carry out this title (other than
parts C and E)—

‘‘(A) not more than 5 percent shall be
available to carry out part A;

‘‘(B) not less than 80 percent shall be avail-
able to carry out part B; and

‘‘(C) not more than 15 percent shall be
available to carry out part D.

‘‘(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
FOR PART C.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out part C such sums as
may be necessary for fiscal years 2002, 2003,
2004, 2005, and 2006.

‘‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
FOR PART E.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out part E, and author-
ized to remain available until expended, such
sums as may be necessary for fiscal years
2002, 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006.’’.
SEC. 14. ADMINISTRATIVE AUTHORITY.

Section 299A of the Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42
U.S.C. 5672) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d) by striking ‘‘as are
consistent with the purpose of this Act’’ and
inserting ‘‘only to the extent necessary to
ensure that there is compliance with the spe-
cific requirements of this title or to respond
to requests for clarification and guidance re-
lating to such compliance’’, and

(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(e) If a State requires by law compliance

with the requirements described in para-
graphs (11), (12), and (13) of section 223(a),
then for the period such law is in effect in
such State such State shall be rebuttably
presumed to satisfy such requirements.’’.
SEC. 15. USE OF FUNDS.

Section 299C(c) of the Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42
U.S.C. 5674(c)) is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(c) No funds may be paid under this title
to a residential program (excluding a pro-
gram in a private residence) unless—

‘‘(1) there is in effect in the State in which
such placement or care is provided, a re-
quirement that the provider of such place-
ment or such care may be licensed only after
satisfying, at a minimum, explicit standards
of discipline that prohibit neglect, physical
and mental abuse, as defined by State law;

‘‘(2) such provider is licensed as described
in paragraph (1) by the State in which such
placement or care is provided; and

‘‘(3) such provider satisfies the licensing
standards of each other State from which
such provider receives a juvenile for such
placement or such care, in accordance with
the Interstate Compact on Child Placement
as entered into by such other State.’’.
SEC. 16. LIMITATIONS ON USE OF FUNDS.

Part F of title II of the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42
U.S.C. 5671 et seq.), as so redesignated by sec-
tion 10, is amended adding at the end the fol-
lowing:
‘‘SEC. 299F. LIMITATIONS ON USE OF FUNDS.

‘‘None of the funds made available to carry
out this title may be used to advocate for, or

support, the unsecured release of juveniles
who are charged with a violent crime.’’.
SEC. 17. RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.

Part F of title II of the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42
U.S.C. 5671 et seq.), as so redesignated by sec-
tion 10 and amended by section 16, is amend-
ed adding at the end the following:
‘‘SEC. 299G. RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.

‘‘Nothing in this title or title I shall be
construed—

‘‘(1) to prevent financial assistance from
being awarded through grants under this
title to any otherwise eligible organization;
or

‘‘(2) to modify or affect any Federal or
State law relating to collective bargaining
rights of employees.’’.
SEC. 18. LEASING SURPLUS FEDERAL PROPERTY.

Part F of title II of the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42
U.S.C. 5671 et seq.), as so redesignated by sec-
tion 10 and amended by sections 16 and 17, is
amended adding at the end the following:
‘‘SEC. 299H. LEASING SURPLUS FEDERAL PROP-

ERTY.
‘‘The Administrator may receive surplus

Federal property (including facilities) and
may lease such property to States and units
of general local government for use in or as
facilities for juvenile offenders, or for use in
or as facilities for delinquency prevention
and treatment activities.’’.
SEC. 19. ISSUANCE OF RULES.

Part F of title II or the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42
U.S.C. 5671 et seq.), as so redesignated by sec-
tion 10 and amended by sections 16, 17, and
18, is amended adding at the end the fol-
lowing:
‘‘SEC. 299I. ISSUANCE OF RULES.

‘‘The Administrator shall issue rules to
carry out this title, including rules that es-
tablish procedures and methods for making
grants and contracts, and distributing funds
available, to carry out this title.’’.
SEC. 20. CONTENT OF MATERIALS.

Part F of title II of the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42
U.S.C. 5671 et seq.), as so redesignated by sec-
tion 10 and amended by sections 16, 17, 18,
and 19, is amended by adding at the end the
following:
‘‘SEC. 299J. CONTENT OF MATERIALS.

‘‘Materials produced, procured, or distrib-
uted both using funds appropriated to carry
out this Act and for the purpose of pre-
venting hate crimes that result in acts of
physical violence, shall not recommend or
require any action that abridges or infringes
upon the constitutionally protected rights of
free speech, religion, or equal protection of
juveniles or of their parents or legal guard-
ians.’’.
SEC. 21. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-

MENTS.
(a) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—The Juvenile

Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of
1974 (42 U.S.C. 5601 et seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 202(b) by striking ‘‘prescribed
for GS–18 of the General Schedule by section
5332’’ and inserting ‘‘payable under section
5376’’,

(2) in section 221(b)(2) by striking the last
sentence,

(3) in section 299D by striking subsection
(d), and

(4) by striking titles IV and V, as origi-
nally enacted by Public Law 93–415 (88 Stat.
1132–1143).

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) The Vic-
tims of Child Abuse Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C.
13001 et seq.) is amended—

(A) in section 214(b)(1) by striking ‘‘262, 293,
and 296 of subpart II of title II’’ and inserting
‘‘299B and 299E’’,

(B) in section 214A(c)(1) by striking ‘‘262,
293, and 296 of subpart II of title II’’ and in-
serting ‘‘299B and 299E’’,

(C) in section 217(c)(1) by striking ‘‘sec-
tions 262, 293, and 296 of subpart II of title II’’
and inserting ‘‘sections 299B and 299E’’, and

(D) in section 223(c) by striking ‘‘section
262, 293, and 296’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 262,
299B, and 299E’’.

(2) Section 404(a)(5)(E) of the Missing Chil-
dren’s Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5773) is
amended by striking ‘‘section 313’’ and in-
serting ‘‘section 331’’.
SEC. 22. EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION OF

AMENDMENTS.
(a) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as provided in

subsection (b), this Act and the amendments
made by this Act shall take effect on the
date of the enactment of this Act.

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.—The
amendments made by this Act shall apply
only with respect to fiscal years beginning
after September 30, 2001.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD) and the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 1900.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 1900, the Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Act of 2001.
The Office of Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention was created by
Congress in 1974 to help communities
and States prevent and control delin-
quency and to improve their juvenile
justice systems. The nature and extent
of juvenile delinquency has changed
considerably since the Office of Juve-
nile Justice and Delinquency Preven-
tion was created, and this reauthoriza-
tion has taken that into account.

This office has not been reauthorized
since 1994, although a similar bill has
passed this House by overwhelming
margins at least twice since then. This
year we have an opportunity for both
the House and the Senate to pass this
legislation and get it to the President
for his signature.

I thank the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) and the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. ROEMER) for their
good work in marking H.R. 1900 up
through the Subcommittee on Select
Education and the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
for their able assistance in reporting
the bill from the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

I thank the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. SCOTT) for joining me in intro-
ducing this legislation. This bill is vir-
tually the same legislation the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) and I
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successfully negotiated on a bipartisan
basis last Congress. We are looking for-
ward to having the House and the Sen-
ate pass this measure so after 6 years
of hard work, the reauthorization of
this act can become law.

I want to particularly emphasize the
spirit of bipartisanship my colleague,
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
SCOTT), has put into this measure from
the beginning. Tough issues have not
been easily resolved; but day after day,
week after week, year after year the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT)
and his able staff have been extraor-
dinarily good natured and willing to
wrestle these controversies to the
ground.

I thank my legislative director, Judy
Borger, who has worked tirelessly on
this legislation for years. As all of the
Members know, we do the talking and
we do some of the thinking in terms of
concept, and then it is the staff that
works the 12- and 16- and 24-hour days
hammering out the language and doing
all of the detail work that finally
makes it possible.

I also thank Denise Fort from the
staff of the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. SCOTT), who has worked equally
tirelessly, as wells as Bob Sweet and
Chris Anne Pierce from our committee.

H.R. 1900 is designed to assist States
and local communities to develop
strategies to combat juvenile crime
through a wide range of prevention and
intervention programs. This legislation
acknowledges that most successful so-
lutions to juvenile crime are developed
at the State and local levels of govern-
ment by those individuals who under-
stand the unique characteristics of
youth in their areas.

By combining the current discre-
tionary programs into a prevention
block grant to the States, and allowing
States and local communities discre-
tion in how such funds are used, we
allow the local officials to use their
own good judgment, and based upon
the realities of each situation, and yet
we have not given them so much flexi-
bility that harm could be done to the
children.

It is an extraordinarily difficult task
to create a juvenile justice system in
each of the States and in each of the
counties that can respond to the very,
very different young people in our soci-
ety who get caught up in the law. But
I believe that this bipartisan bill rep-
resents good policy. The bill success-
fully strikes a balance in dealing with
children who grow up and come before
the juvenile justice system who are al-
ready very dangerous and vicious
criminals, and other children who come
before the juvenile justice system who
are harmless and scared and running
away from abuse at home.

We dealt with very sensitive issues
like the deinstitutionalization of sta-
tus offenders, how to assure that juve-
niles who need to be temporarily
housed with adults be held out of sight
and sound of adults, how to address the
overrepresentation of minorities in the

juvenile justice system, and deter-
mining the correct balance between
block-granting funds to the States and
keeping some strings attached.

We added language directing the
States to give priority in funding to
programs and activities that are based
on rigorous, systematic, and objective
research that is scientifically based;
and we found a way to provide the ad-
ditional flexibility that our local offi-
cials need, still protect society from
dangerous teenagers while protecting
scared kids from overly harsh kids in
the juvenile justice system.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R.
1900.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as we begin to rebuild
from the tragedy and devastation we
experienced in New York, Pennsyl-
vania, and at the Pentagon, it is appro-
priate that two of the first three bills
we take up this week concern the safe-
ty and well-being of our children.

I am proud to be a cosponsor of H.R.
1900, the Juvenile Justice and Delin-
quency Prevention Act, with my col-
league, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. GREENWOOD). Juvenile jus-
tice is always a challenge because we
have a choice of playing politics or re-
ducing crime.

This bill is a bipartisan initiative
that lays the groundwork for sensible
juvenile crime policy. Five years ago
we started from a decidedly different
perspective. The House considered ju-
venile crime bills with such titles as
the ‘‘Violent Youth Predator Act,’’ the
‘‘Juvenile Crime Control Act,’’ and
others. The titles of the bills made it
clear that Congress was more consid-
ered in using political sound bites than
coming up with sound policy designed
to reduce crime. After those bills col-
lapsed in partisan controversy, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT)
and the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GEPHARDT) appointed a bipartisan
working group on youth violence to
thoughtfully review the issue of youth
violence and to make meaningful sug-
gestions.

Our working group reviewed studies
of problems of youth violence and
heard testimony from academia, law
enforcement, the judicial system, and
advocacy groups. Those experts that
met with us agreed that prevention and
early intervention were the things that
we needed to reduce crime. Those ef-
forts needed to require parental and
community participation.

H.R. 1900 is a culmination of 5 years
of work, at the end of which we made
the choice to stop playing politics and
to promote constructive legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that we
have arrived at a different place today
than where we were 5 years ago. We
have made the right choice. H.R. 1900 is
a bipartisan agreement that promotes
sound juvenile crime policy which is
based on proven research.

H.R. 1900 reflects what was presented
to the bipartisan working group and
testimony heard through numerous
hearings in Washington and across the
country. We heard that prevention pro-
grams are effective in reducing youth
violence in the community and often
save more money than they cost. Pro-
grams such as early childhood edu-
cation, structured after-school activi-
ties, dropout prevention, and men-
toring have all been shown successful
in reducing youth delinquency.

I am also pleased that we were able
to maintain the core mandates of the
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Pre-
vention Act so that juveniles who come
in contact with the juvenile justice
system are assured of fundamental pro-
tections. For example, runaways and
truants should not be jailed in secure
facilities. And if juveniles are ever
housed in adult facilities, it must be
for short periods of time; and during
that time they must be separated by
sight and sound from adult offenders.

Lastly, States have a responsibility
to address the disproportionate number
of minority youth who are under the
jurisdiction of the juvenile court sys-
tem.

The bill before us recognizes the need
for community input and requires com-
munity collaboration and planning
that encourages bringing delinquency
prevention professionals around the
table to decide how best to respond to
the crime prevention needs of the com-
munity. Those experts should include
the school system, law enforcement,
social services, business, sociology and
other experts. And for the first time we
are also asking the States to ensure
that the child welfare system, the fos-
ter care system, and the juvenile jus-
tice system are working together to
address the needs of juvenile offenders.
We know that two-thirds of children in
the juvenile system are already known
by the child welfare system. The link
between abuse, neglect, and delin-
quency demands greater involvement
between the various systems that serve
at-risk youth.

H.R. 1900 starts us down the path of
greater collaboration, and I appreciate
the work of my ranking member, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER), and the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD) in
offering these important improvements
to the bill. H.R. 1900 deserves the sup-
port of this body. It is not based on pol-
itics or sound bites, but instead rep-
resents sound policy; and it is the prod-
uct of a constructive, bipartisan coop-
erative effort to reduce youth crime in
our communities. It will add to the
safety and security of future genera-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), the chairman of
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the juvenile justice
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bill that we have on the floor, and
thank all of my colleagues that have
taken part in bringing us to this im-
portant day. I think the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) and the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. GREEN-
WOOD) have fully explained the bill.

My reason for rising today is to say
that, without a true bipartisan effort
over the long journey of bringing this
bill to the floor, we would not be here.
The gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
SCOTT) and the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD) have worked
diligently for 5 years trying to bridge
the differences, and they have done it
in such a way that we have learned a
great deal from them.

I also thank the chairman of the sub-
committee, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) and the ranking
Democrat on the subcommittee, the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. ROEMER),
for their efforts in shepherding this bill
through the committee process. Lastly,
I thank the ranking Democrat, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER), who provided an at-
mosphere of cooperation and respect
which I think brings this bill here in
front of us today.

Mr. Speaker, this is a great example
of what can happen when people keep
their eye on the goal, and the goal
being what is it that we can do from
our perspective here in Washington to
help these juvenile justice programs
work better. They have done a great
job, and they deserve our thanks.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), the rank-
ing member on the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I thank the leadership for
bringing this bill to the floor today. As
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
SCOTT) earlier said, in the wake of the
tragedies in New York, Pennsylvania
and here at the Pentagon, our con-
centration on our children and those
children who are so desperately in need
of services and at risk is a nice tribute
to America’s families.

I also want to join those who have al-
ready expressed their thanks to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT)
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. GREENWOOD) for their diligence on
this matter.
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I cannot think of two people in the
Congress who have worked harder to
try to bring about a resolution of what
was a very contentious issue over the
last several years to make sure that we
move forward in the protection and the
service of our children; in making sure
that we, in fact, develop those kinds of
programs that have the best oppor-
tunity at reducing juvenile crime, at

reducing juvenile delinquency and
making sure that our children, in fact,
get into programs of opportunity and
programs that will help them to sort
out their lives and lead productive
lives in America. I want to thank them
very, very much for all their effort, all
their time to bring this legislation to
the floor in the form that it is now in.

While we have seen a decrease in ju-
venile crime over the last couple of
years, we also see some disturbing fac-
tors, that many of the perpetrators of
that crime are younger and younger.
We see the inclusion of more and more
young girls in the perpetration of these
crimes, and these are reasons for con-
cern. It is a reason we need to take new
approaches and new choices.

This legislation is really about pre-
vention and about accountability and
about focusing our efforts on the early
part of a child’s life because, again, the
scientific-based research, the peer-re-
viewed research tells us that this is our
best opportunity to intervene on behalf
of these children, to intervene in their
dysfunctional families.

I want to commend those who sup-
ported the previous bill on the floor
today dealing with the D.C. court sys-
tem and the foster care system in the
District of Columbia. Understanding
the need to intervene early, to save
these children and to give them an op-
portunity, where they are caught up in
a family that is so clearly dysfunc-
tional that it now becomes a threat to
those children in the immediate sense,
but the long-term ramifications and
impact on the kinds of lives those chil-
dren will lead in terms of their involve-
ment in the juvenile justice system or
the adult criminal system makes it all
the more important.

I believe that H.R. 1900 does this by
providing the recognition of early
intervention and accountability and
providing the guidelines to make sure
that we, in fact, protect these children
at the same time that we are dealing
with their transgressions, so that we do
not send them off to schools that im-
prove their ability to commit a crime
but do not improve their ability to ex-
tract themselves from that life of
crime.

I also want to quickly mention the
parts of this legislation dealing with
the question about the needs, and the
support for the needs of these services.
According to a report produced by the
Inspector General at the Department of
Health and Human Services, an audit
of cases in California found that few
children are ever receiving case plan-
ning and family permanency planning
systems.

What does that mean? That means
that these children are really never
given the tools, or the caseworkers are
not given the tools to get these chil-
dren out of the situation that they are
in. And without family permanency or
planning permanency, the children find
themselves continually swirling around
the system from one foster care, one
institution, over and over again, be-

cause we have not taken the time as
the law in fact requires, to develop
planning for these children’s futures,
so that we can make sure that they
have the absolute best opportunity at
success.

I also want to draw attention to the
fact that this legislation deals with the
children who are sent to boot camps,
and recognizing that the New York
Times recently reported that since 1980
there have been over 31 children who
have died in these boot camps and nu-
merous other children have been sub-
jected to sexual abuse and assault
while they are in these camps.

In July, a child who was voluntarily
placed in a wilderness camp in Arizona
died as a result of abuse and negligence
of the camp operators. The autopsy re-
vealed that he drowned in a hotel
shower where the camp staff had left
him after he had collapsed. He had col-
lapsed after being punished for bad be-
havior. What was his bad behavior? He
complained that the program was too
hard. What was his punishment for
that bad behavior? They made him eat
dirt and he subsequently died.

That kind of punishment, if it had
been meted out by a parent or a rel-
ative, would have been child abuse. We
have got to make sure that child abuse
laws protect these children in this kind
of custody. And I believe that this leg-
islation, in fact, does that in a manner
in which we know that you cannot del-
egate, you cannot delegate the right to
abuse a child to another factor.

H.R. 1900 requires that any residence
program receiving funds under this act
must be licensed by State and must
have standards of discipline to prohibit
abuse and neglect as defined by State
law. What the State standard is will
apply to those operations within that
State. I think this is the minimum
that we can do for these children.

Let me close again by just thanking
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
GREENWOOD) and the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) for all of the
time. I think very often the public does
not understand the kind of effort or the
kind of time that individual Members
or legislators put into subjects like
this, where there is not a lot of atten-
tion given except when things go ter-
ribly wrong.

These are children that, in many in-
stances, are seriously disenfranchised
from the system; that, in many in-
stances, through no fault of their own,
found themselves caught up in dysfunc-
tional institutions, dysfunctional fami-
lies. And this is an effort, and the time
that these two gentlemen have spent,
this is an effort to throw them, if you
will, a life preserver to see that if we
can bring them back, we can provide
the services, provide the account-
ability for those rendering the services
and see whether or not we can give
these children an opportunity at suc-
cess rather than almost a condemna-
tion to failure under the existing sys-
tem.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from

VerDate 31-AUG-2001 03:28 Sep 21, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00023 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K20SE7.020 pfrm02 PsN: H20PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5760 September 20, 2001
Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE), an active
member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 1900, the Juve-
nile Justice and Delinquency Preven-
tion Act. I am particularly pleased to
see language in the bill to provide posi-
tive youth development which includes
mentoring. We often see money spent
on building prisons, drug rehabilitation
programs, hiring more police, and
building youth correction facilities as
money that is well spent. Money spent
on prevention of juvenile crime, drug
abuse, teenage pregnancy, is often seen
as less important and sometimes is per-
ceived as being wasteful. It costs 25 to
$30,000 per year to incarcerate a young
person. If that young person stays in
prison for life, it is more than $1 mil-
lion. States are currently raising un-
wanted children at unprecedented cost.
Drug addiction leads to other crime
and a great social cost to those in-
volved. Recidivism is very high. It is
much more cost effective to prevent ju-
venile misbehavior than to attempt to
correct behavior after the fact.

One example is mentoring. According
to ‘‘Character Counts,’’ mentoring re-
duces absenteeism from school by more
than 50 percent, significantly cuts
dropout rates, reduces drug abuse by
more than 50 percent, certainly cur-
tails teenage pregnancy, crime and vio-
lent behavior by significant degrees,
and the cost is only about $400 per
year, on the average, for a good men-
toring program. So it is tremendously
cost effective. The return is phe-
nomenal in terms of the expense.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to point
out the fact that the bill provides more
flexibility for the use of funds at the
local level. I think all of us realize that
money spent at the local level is spent
much more effectively than money
spent at the Federal or the State level.

Finally, I would like to thank the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT)
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. GREENWOOD) for their efforts, and
strongly encourage passage of H.R.
1900.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. SOLIS), a member of the
Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

(Ms. SOLIS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. SOLIS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I also rise in support of
H.R. 1900. I stand here as a new member
of the Committee on Education and the
Workforce. My heart is full, because I
realize that this is such an important
issue that needs to be addressed. In my
district alone, in Los Angeles County, I
represent the East Lake detention fa-
cility. I had the opportunity of visiting
that facility a couple of months ago
and realized that a good number of the
children, youngsters, that are there
represented my district. I felt com-

pelled that we need to do something
immediately to help them, prevent
them from furthering a life of crime
and hopefully deterring them into a
better life-style.

But I found that many of the young
people, particular Latinos that I found
there from my district, were experi-
encing some different kinds of hard-
ships. Many of them at the age of 13
and 14 were already finding themselves
as mothers. They were pregnant. I
found that the treatment and medical
attention that they needed to be
prioritized. I asked the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) and other Mem-
bers if they would please include an
amendment in this bill to help address
prenatal assistance in assessing these
young women’s needs. They adopted
that.

I also wanted to thank them for in-
cluding another provision, suicide pre-
vention. Many of the youngsters that I
saw at these facilities were also com-
ing from a life of hardship. Some of
them were recent immigrants, coming
from war-torn El Salvador and other
Central American countries. Faced
with that dilemma, many of them had
this put before them, of how they were
going to lead their lives, not having ap-
propriate supervision by their parents
and by our inadequate school system
that does not provide enough coun-
seling and after-school programs. This
bill, I believe, in my opinion will do
that.

I want to thank the committee and I
want to thank our leadership for tak-
ing the time to address these issues
and including these two amendments
in this bill. I ask for support of this
legislation.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO), another ac-
tive member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of H.R. 1900. One of
the things that our community in
Littleton, Colorado had to deal with
shortly after the Columbine tragedy
was the fact that there were many par-
ents and children who were frightened
to return to school. They were fright-
ened because they felt helpless in their
ability to control their own environ-
ment. With that in mind, I asked the
Colorado Bureau of Investigation, the
Colorado Department of Education,
U.S. West and AT&T to help me con-
struct the Colorado school safety hot-
line. Within just a few months after
the tragedy at Columbine, these post-
ers were up in every school in the State
of Colorado and a 24-hour hotline had
been started and was in operation at
CBI. Since that time, there have been
some 1,323 phone calls, there have been
several arrests, and God only knows
how many incidents have been avoided
as a result of the Colorado school safe-
ty hotline.

H.R. 1900 includes a provision that
would allow States to use their safe
and drug-free school money in the cre-

ation of their own hotline. I certainly
encourage them to think about this as
a way of preventing possible incidents
similar to Columbine. The one thing we
learned since then is that in every sin-
gle situation we have had of school vio-
lence, without exception, the perpetra-
tors of the crime told somebody.

With this knowledge in mind, it is
imperative that every State in the Na-
tion take the kind of action that we
took in Colorado, the establishment of
the hotline, to allow someone who may
have heard something to call somebody
anonymously, tell them what they
have heard, and let the authorities
take what actions need to be taken.
With the inclusion of this particular
amendment and for all of the other
good things that are in this particular
piece of legislation, I sincerely hope
that my colleagues will support H.R.
1900.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE), a member of
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman from Virginia for yielding me
this time. I also thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. GREENWOOD), both the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) and the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. GREEN-
WOOD), for a very policy-changing ini-
tiative, H.R. 1900, that will really turn
the corner in how we address the ques-
tions of juvenile crime control and the
issue of delinquency. Let me thank
them and their staff for this legisla-
tion.

Let me thank in particular my col-
league on the Committee on the Judi-
ciary for merging his responsibilities
as the ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Crime of the Committee
on the Judiciary and the Committee on
Education and the Workforce, realizing
that these are two very important re-
sponsibilities, that there is some com-
monality.

Mr. Speaker, about a year ago, I held
a hearing in my district with Senator
PAUL WELLSTONE on the question of
mental health and juvenile delin-
quency. We had over 90 witnesses, of
local authorities, mental health spe-
cialists, parents who had dealt with
suicide amongst their teenagers, and
teenagers who said they had attempted
suicide on a number of occasions.
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One thing we determined out of that
hearing was that we had to approach
the issue of juvenile delinquency and
the resulting crime in a totally dif-
ferent mode; that prevention and inter-
vention on these young people and
their families was crucial for America
to get its hands around the whole ques-
tion of juvenile indiscretions or crime
and delinquency.

This bill authorizes the use of juve-
nile delinquency prevention block
grants for projects that provide treat-
ment to juvenile offenders. The bill
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covers a litany of programs, including
treatment for mental health problems
for juveniles who have experienced vio-
lence, projects which provide for an in-
dividualized assessment, and the treat-
ment plans for incarcerated juveniles
suspected to be in need of mental
health services, after-school programs
for at-risk juveniles, programs related
to the establishment and maintenance
of a school violence hot line, and pro-
grams designed to reduce the unlawful
acquisition and illegal use of guns by
juveniles. It is heavy on prevention.

When we visited one of our juvenile
detention centers with Senator
WELLSTONE and County Judge Bob
Eckels, we were able to see youngsters
who were crying out for services, cry-
ing out for an adult that would help su-
pervise them, and certainly in need of
mental health.

This bill, of course, is of special im-
portance to me; and I thank my col-
league, the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. SCOTT), for addressing the ques-
tion of the issue of mental health.

The mental health of children, in-
cluding its intersection with the issue
of juvenile justice, is an issue that has
long been ignored. In the bill, as this
passed through the Committee on the
Judiciary, I was very glad that amend-
ments that I proposed, language I pro-
posed, was included, dealing with the
mental health aspect as it was in the
Committee on Education and Work-
force.

Yet one to which I pay special atten-
tion, not only in my capacity as a
member of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary but also in my capacity as found-
er and chair of the Congressional Chil-
dren’s Caucus, in working with the
House Bipartisan Working Group on
Youth Violence that many of my col-
leagues served on, it was interesting
that Members from both sides of the
aisle came away from that 6- or 7- or 8-
week time frame, and determined that
prevention had to be the way this
country and this Congress would go.

In doing so, mental health was raised
as a very important issue. In the pres-
entation I made, my particular sub-
committee was dealing with mental
health, it was without question that
that was what was needed.

The mental health of children is an
issue that has been too long ignored.
Untreated, it manifests itself in many
ways, ranging from eating disorders to
school bullying and violence. That is
why I have H.R. 75, that deals in par-
ticular with helping children overcome
their frustration or their need for
counseling by providing enhanced com-
munity mental health services.

We held a hearing a couple of weeks
ago, the Congressional Children’s Cau-
cus, about bullying; and we determined
that children need counseling to inter-
vene so they do not bully each other
and that turns into violence.

This legislation has many aspects to
it, but what I believe is the key ele-
ment to this legislation is a recog-
nizing that we must look at juvenile

delinquency and crime control in a to-
tally different manner; intervene, pre-
vent, before we run into trouble.

I, in conclusion, will simply say that
this bill overall is an excellent bill. I
would raise a reservation, however,
about the provision of the bill that
gives local authorities the ability to
hold juveniles in adult lockups for
more than 24 hours if other alter-
natives are not available. I would en-
courage my local communities to find
alternative sites for our children, be-
cause what we want to do is intervene
so those children can grow up to be
contributing adults.

I support H.R. 1900, and ask my col-
leagues to unanimously support it.

I rise in support of the Juvenile Crime Con-
trol and Delinquency Prevention Act, H.R.
1900.

This bill authorizes the use of Juvenile De-
linquency Prevention Block Grants for projects
that provide treatment to juvenile offenders.
The bill covers a litany of programs, including
treatment for mental health problems, for juve-
niles who have experienced violence, projects
which provide for an individualized assess-
ment and the treatment plans for incarcerated
juveniles suspected to be in need of mental
health services, after-school programs for at-
risk juveniles, programs related to the estab-
lishment and maintenance of a school vio-
lence hotline and programs designed to re-
duce the unlawful acquisition and illegal use of
guns by juveniles.

This bill also authorizes the Office of Juve-
nile Crime Control and Delinquency Preven-
tion to undertake specified activities regarding
research, evaluation, technical assistance, and
training, including providing training and tech-
nical assistance to mental health professionals
and law enforcement personnel to address or
promote the development, testing, or dem-
onstration of promising or innovative models,
programs, or delivery systems addressing the
needs of delinquent juveniles who are placed
in secure detention, confinement or in non-se-
cure residential placements.

This bill is of special importance to me be-
cause it so wisely addresses the issue of
mental health. The mental health of children,
including its intersection with the issue of juve-
nile justice, is an issue that has been long ig-
nored, yet one to which I pay special attention,
not only in my capacity as a member of the
Judiciary Committee, but also in my capacity
as Founder and Chair of the Congressional
Children’s Caucus and as a member of the
House Bipartisan Working Group on Youth Vi-
olence, which was formed on June 25, 1999
by Speaker HASTERT and Minority Leader
GEPHARDT and which issued its final report on
March 8, 2000.

Just this past July, the Congressional Chil-
dren’s Caucus held a briefing on the relation-
ship between children’s mental health and
school bullying, and we discussed how bul-
lying, which causes and is caused by mental
health problems, can escalate into violence.
And I am the sponsor of the bi-partisan bill
H.R. 75, which would sponsor grants to
schools to put more mental health profes-
sionals in our schools.

The issue is of such pressing importance
that during the Congressional Black Caucus
annual legislative conference this month, I will
be hosting a forum on the nexus between ju-

venile justice and children’s mental health. Na-
tional experts will join us to discuss this topic.

The mental health of children is an issue
that has been too long ignored. Untreated, it
manifests itself in many ways, ranging from
eating disorders to school bullying and vio-
lence, as I just discussed. In fact, in the bi-
partisan Working Group on Youth Violence
formed a mental health subgroup to determine
the extent to which mental health problems
lead to incidences of youth violence and how
to address the problem. We determined, in
part, that it is important to identify at risk
youths in school to encourage them to see
schools are safe, stable learning environments
and to ensure that they have access to mental
health services. The Report also noted that
the juvenile justice system should screen
youths who enter the system and that treat-
ment is provided where the need is identified.
Hence, I am pleased to see that many of the
recommendations of the Working Groups have
been considered in drafting this legislation.
This was not a group of mere talking heads,
but a group that proposed and is enacting
real, practical solutions.

The fact the juvenile violent crime has de-
creased does not mean that we should ignore
the problem. Indeed, we should see it as an
opportunity to identify the previously unan-
swered problems and reach those who might
otherwise be issued.

I do have reservations about the provision
of the bill that gives local authorities the ability
to hold juveniles in adult lockups for more than
24 hours if other alternatives are not available.
However, I applaud efforts to address the
mental health needs of the troubled youths.
Hence, I believe that the benefits of the bill far
outweigh its negative aspects and believe that
as its provisions are enacted, we will work to
correct any shortcomings.

It is time we took an affirmative step forward
and realized that although we may differ on
some provisions, we all agree that we must
help our youth become, productive, mentally
and physically, law-abiding citizens. I urge my
colleagues to join me in supporting this bill.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, it is
my pleasure and honor to yield 3 min-
utes to the gentleman from Delaware
(Mr. CASTLE), the most distinguished
chairman of the Subcommittee on Edu-
cation Reform of the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the distinguished gentleman from the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for
yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased also to
support this legislation. When police
arrest children and young adults who
shrug off their criminal acts as a right
of passage, our response is often fear
and anger. How can we protect our-
selves? How can we make them pay for
what they have done?

Then a secondary, more productive
response sets in, how did these children
become settled in lives of delinquency
and crime? How can we intervene to
break the link between a single delin-
quent act and a life of criminal activ-
ity?

Today, after countless hearings and
debates, we seek to answer these ques-
tions with a balanced response through
H.R. 1900, the Juvenile Crime Control
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and Delinquency Prevention Act. This
act, sponsored by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD) and the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT),
is a product of extensive negotiations
between Members of both sides of the
aisle; and I am pleased that it comes to
the floor with bipartisan support,
thanks in large part to the sustained
effort of the bill’s authors.

H.R. 1900 recognizes that there are
many root causes of crime. When we
examine the lives of our most troubled
young adults, we often see many pre-
dictors of their behavior, absent par-
ents and an absence of safe and enrich-
ing places to go after school, among
others.

The bill also appreciates the fact
that most successful solutions to juve-
nile crime are developed at the State
and local levels, encompassing mul-
tiple strategies that are put in place
according to specific need of families,
neighbors, and communities. In so
doing, H.R. 1900 is flexible enough to
fund State and local programs and
services ranging from character edu-
cation and mental health, to school vi-
olence hot lines.

In addition, H.R. 1900 recognizes that
after-school programs give our most
at-risk children a positive alternative
to television, drugs, and crime; and it
ensures that funds are available to sup-
port these programs. In this age of
dual-income families, roughly 5 million
children come home to an empty house
after school. It is, therefore, not sur-
prising then that juvenile crime in-
creases by 300 percent after 3 p.m. This
bill will help change that.

Finally, H.R. 1900 allows States to
use their funds to extend the reach of
after-school programs to children in
need. As we all know, children who
enjoy the advantages of caring parents
and good schools can just as easily go
astray as those who do not.

Many adults in prison today began
their criminal careers as youths and
teenagers, and any attempt to reduce
crime and its societal cost must place
a high priority on the needs of our
young adults.

For 6 years, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD) and the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT)
have worked to create a bipartisan so-
lution to this difficult problem. This
year, I am confident that, with our
support, they will see their bill become
law. To that end, I urge an aye vote.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is a product of
a lot of hard work. We had leadership
from the committee, from the chair-
man, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
BOEHNER); the subcommittee chairman,
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
HOEKSTRA); the gentleman from Dela-
ware (Mr. CASTLE); and, our side, from
our ranking member of the committee,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER); and the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. ROEMER).

But, more important, Mr. Chairman,
we had hard work from our staffs, Jo-

Marie St. Martin, Judy Borger, Bob
Sweet, and Krisann Pearce from the
Republican side, and Denise Forte,
Maggie McDow, Cheryl Johnson, and
Ruth Friedman from the Democratic
side.

I would point out that Judy Borger
and Denise Forte spent innumerable
long hours over the last 5 years work-
ing on this bill, and they are really the
experts on juvenile justice for the
House of Representatives.

I am particularly pleased, Mr. Speak-
er, to have worked over those years
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. GREENWOOD). We have had many
long, difficult discussions. This is a
very politically charged issue. Two
years ago when we went through this,
there were a lot of provisions put into
the bill that his side wanted, but our
side did not; a lot of provisions were
put in the bill that our side wanted,
that his side did not; and when we
ended up, we had a bill that nobody
wanted and it did not pass.

We focused on those core, important
issues. That was very difficult, and I
want to thank the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GREENWOOD) for his
hard work and cooperation.

Mr. Speaker, I ask the House approve
the bill. It is a product of very hard
work and will help our next generation.

Mr. Speaker I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, let me also return the
kind word of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. SCOTT). We have worked to-
gether long and hard. There were a
dozen issues in which it would have
been a relatively easy matter for us to
collapse our negotiations and collapse
our talks and walk away and give up,
which is sadly too often what happens
in this body.

But each and every time that I went
to the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
SCOTT) and said we have to work this
out, how can we do this, let us put our
heads together, can you yield a little
bit here if I yield a little bit here, can
you get your Members to go along with
this compromise if I can get my Mem-
bers to go along, without exception,
every single time the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) was there to do
that.

I have made a good friend of one of
the best Members of this House, and I
am proud to be associated with the
gentleman in this work and thank him
again.

Mr. Speaker, we are at a time of na-
tional crisis; and, ultimately, our suc-
cess will depend partly upon our supe-
riority when it comes to technology
and to our military equipment. Ulti-
mately, our success over the coming
months and years and decade will be a
function of the character of the Amer-
ican people.

When we talk about the character of
the American people, we have to re-
member that that means everyone.
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No one can be absent from the na-

tional cause to develop the strength of
character and to see us through these
dark times and to resecure America’s
place in the world.

As a former caseworker who has
worked with abused and neglected and
troubled and delinquent children, I
know firsthand that what these kids
need more than anything else is adults
in their lives who care about them,
who are interested in their future, who
believe in them, who have confidence
in them, and who do not throw them
away into the dark dungeons of the ju-
venile justice system but, in fact,
spend time with them to teach them
discipline, to teach them self control,
to teach them about the need to take
responsibility for the consequences of
their actions.

I believe that this legislation will
promote those efforts in every State
and county in the country so that the
young people who find themselves, gen-
erally because of difficulties in their
home situation, with histories of abuse
and violence and neglect and terrible
home situations, find themselves in
trouble with the law. These provisions
in H.R. 1900, I think, will help these
young people become full-fledged mem-
bers of society who can contribute to
our national security and well-being,
rather than drain resources for impor-
tant and vital needs.

Again, I thank all of the Members
and the staff who have worked on this.
I urge passage of H.R. 1900.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of H.R. 1900, the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention Act of
2001. The rise of crime, particularly
violent crime, among our nation’s
youth is a problem that affects us all.
The downstream result of our action—
or inaction—is tremendous. Today is
all about the future. Future genera-
tions will be affected by the actions we
take today, and we can choose to ei-
ther address the current situation and
work for tomorrow, or turn a blind eye.
I believe we must work with our youth
to make a brighter future.

I am particularly pleased that the
bill before the House today includes a
provision which I wrote to help local
schools detain and monitor, including a
psychological evaluation, any student
who brings a gun to school. Recent
school tragedies, like the one that took
place in my home State of Oregon,
have occurred after a student was sent
home after bringing a gun to school.
The WU provision in the Juvenile Jus-
tice bill will ensure that local schools
can provide for immediate psycho-
logical evaluation and follow-up treat-
ment for any juvenile that brings a gun
on school grounds.

By ensuring that local schools will
have these students evaluated in a
timely fashion, we are intervening at
the right time: before another tragedy
transpires. I believe this provision is in
the best spirit of commonsense and
prevention. I want to thank my col-
league from Oregon, Mr. DEFAZIO, who
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has been very supportive of this
amendment. He has toiled very hard on
behalf of his constituents, including
those in Springfield, and deserves to be
recognized for his good work. I thank
him for his friendship and counsel.

I thank the Members of the Com-
mittee on both sides of the aisle for
their good efforts, and urge all my col-
leagues to support this legislation.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, today we con-
sider legislation to prevent juvenile crime,
while at the same time holding juvenile crimi-
nal offenders accountable for their actions.
The Office of Juvenile Justice and Delin-
quency Prevention (OJJDP) was created by
Congress in 1974 to help communities and
States prevent and control delinquency and to
improve their juvenile justice systems. The na-
ture and extent of delinquency and abuse
have changed considerably since OJJDP was
created, and this reauthorization has taken
that into account.

I want to especially thank my colleagues JIM
GREENWOOD and BOBBY SCOTT for this bipar-
tisan bill. They have worked tirelessly for sev-
eral years to craft a bipartisan bill that I be-
lieve will provide flexibility and assistance to
States and local communities in preventing
and controlling juvenile crime. And I also want
to thank Chairman HOEKSTRA and Ranking
Member TIM ROEMER for the good work they
did in steering this bill through Committee. My
thanks to Ranking Member GEORGE MILLER
who has worked closely with me in bringing
this bill through full Committee and to the
Floor for consideration today.

These programs have not been authorized
since 1994, although a similar bill has passed
the Congress by overwhelming margins at
least twice since then. This year, I believe we
have an opportunity to send this bill to the
President for his signature.

There have been a number of issues that
we have included in this bill that are worthy of
note.

The collection of data on the frequency, se-
riousness, and incidence of drug use by youth
and information on the relationship between
victims and perpetrators of violence; the deter-
mination of the type of weapon used in violent
incidents as reported in the FBI’s Uniform
Crime Report; the prohibition of the develop-
ment of any national data base of personally
identifiable information; a prevention block
grant that will give states added flexibility in
how they use grant funds to prevent and con-
trol juvenile delinquency; an emphasis on
making sure that juvenile justice programs
under this act are proven effective based on
scientifically based research; participation by
the State advisory groups in helping States
determine those areas most in need of juve-
nile justice system improvements; mentoring
and positive youth development programs; at-
tention to the mental health needs of juvenile
offenders; the development and implementa-
tion of character education programs; and a
school violence hotline for students and par-
ents to report suspicious, violent, or threat-
ening student behavior.

Although violent juvenile crime peaked in
1994 and has declined almost 36 percent
since then, we must not become complacent.
The juvenile justice system, including the
courts, face new challenges, including ways to

deal with illegal drug dependence, underage
drinking, youth gangs, violent juvenile offend-
ers, and an increasing number of female juve-
nile offenders, just to name a few. We must
find solutions to these new challenges, and
the best way to do this is offering flexibility to
those most directly responsible for preventing
and controlling juvenile crime. The reauthor-
ization of the Juvenile Justice and Delin-
quency Prevention programs is an important
step in providing this assistance. I urge a fa-
vorable vote on this bill today.

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
opposition to HR 1900, the Juvenile Crime
Control and Delinquency Prevention Act of
2001.

Few things are more important than reduc-
ing youth violence and delinquency. If Amer-
ica’s children are truly important—and I be-
lieve they are—then we should be prepared to
spend whatever it takes, and do whatever is
necessary to help them on their way to full
wholesome participation in American society.
Mr. Speaker, I am also convinced this Con-
gress is capable of accomplishing these im-
portant goals. The political will of the House
probably exists. But if it does, we will not
know, because the bill in question betrays our
noble intentions regarding America’s youth
and the scourge of youth violence.

Mr. Speaker, the current research associ-
ated with the subject of HR 1900 provides
alarming, overwhelming, irrefutable, and con-
firmed evidence that programs undertaken by
the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention (OJJDP) are a complete waste of
taxpayer dollars, because they cannot be
proven to work.

Despite these programs lack of proven ef-
fectiveness, the number of active OJJDP dis-
cretionary grants has more than tripled since
1996 (the time of OJJDP’s expiration), and the
related funding has almost doubled to $555
million. Before reauthorizing this questionable
program again, Congress should at least
question whether OJJDP programs are a good
use of federal funds. Congress should also
devote its energy to ensuring any and all such
programs yield the kinds of results that might
inspire public confidence and ultimately im-
prove the lives of America’s youth.

In 1997, the Center for the Study and Pre-
vention of Violence released Blueprints for Vi-
olence Prevention, the most comprehensive
review of juvenile crime prevention programs
at that time. The Congress was referred to this
report by the Department of Justice itself dur-
ing testimony before the House Committee on
Education and the Workforce. The study con-
tains a scathing review and rather harsh criti-
cism of various youth justice and delinquency
programs. The expository report filled a void
for much-needed research on the ineffective-
ness of violence prevention programs.

The authors of Blueprints surveyed 400 pro-
gram activities and could identify only a paltry
10 that met their standards for effectiveness.
The report’s analysis pronounced a credible
and shocking indictment on violence preven-
tion programs, stating, ‘‘the vast majority of
these programs are not being evaluated.
Worse yet, some of the most popular pro-
grams have actually been demonstrated in
careful scientific studies to be ineffective, and
yet we continue to invest huge sums of money
in them for largely political reasons.’’

The report goes on to lambaste violence
prevention programs further. ‘‘A responsible
accounting to the taxpayers, private founda-
tions, or businesses funding these programs
requires that we justify these expenditures
with tangible results. No respectable business
or corporation would invest millions of dollars
in an enterprise without checking to see if it is
profitable.’’

In the long run, Blueprints found that ‘‘the
deterrent effects of most prevention programs
deteriorate quickly once youth leave the pro-
gram and return to their original neighbor-
hoods, families, and peer groups.’’ So, unfor-
tunately, even the best violence prevention
programs have little lasting value over time.

Since Blueprints was released in 1997, the
Center for the Study and Prevention of Vio-
lence has reviewed 100 additional programs,
yet it has added only one to its list of effective
programs. An additional 19 programs have
been listed as ‘‘promising.’’

Just this past week, I received a briefing on
the status of two GAO reports to be released
in October on OJJDP programs. The findings
are not complimentary of the way OJJDP is
monitoring and evaluating its programs. In
fact, the reports provide even more compelling
evidence that OJJDP has not responded to
1996 GAO recommendations for better grant
monitoring as the agency pledged it would.
Mr. Speaker, why should anyone expect
OJJDP to comply now?

The soon-to-be-released GAO reports show
that an incredible 96 percent of the dem-
onstration grants had no documentation show-
ing the required number of phone contacts
had been met, and 88 percent of the grants
had no documentation for the proper number
of site visits. Progress reports did not cover
the entire grant period in 56 percent of the 89
demonstration grant files and 80 percent of
the 45 training and technical assistance grants
files. Financial status reports did not cover the
entire grant period in 65 percent of the dem-
onstration grant files and 60 percent of the 45
training and technical assistance grant files.
According to the GAO, ‘‘Our current observa-
tions are similar to those we reported in May
1996 about the agency’s lack of documenta-
tion of its monitoring activities.’’

In addition to grant monitoring problems, the
GAO has found major problems in the way
OJJDP is evaluating some of its programs for
effectiveness on juvenile attitudes and behav-
ior. A standard component of good social
science research is the inclusion of a control
group by which to compare students in OJJDP
programs to those not in the programs. GAO
has found that a significant number of OJJDP
impact evaluations do not include control
groups, thus rendering the evaluations useless
and a complete waste of money.

Congress should be alarmed by this infor-
mation. If OJJDP cannot determine the effec-
tiveness of its own programs, why should the
American people, especially during a time of
resource scarcity, continue to fund unproven—
sometimes dangerous—programs? I submit to
this House, Mr. Speaker, there is no compel-
ling answer.
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In light of the ongoing monitoring and eval-

uation failures at OJJDP and the embar-
rassing lack of evidence for program effective-
ness, I strongly urge my colleagues to join me
in opposing H.R. 1900. We should not con-
tinue to fund OJJDP programs to the tune of
more than $500 million per year when the pro-
grams consistently receive poor marks for ef-
fectiveness and the research shows no
progress toward actually making an appre-
ciable difference in the lives of America’s
youth.

To pass this legislation is to perpetrate great
harm upon America’s youth and a cruel hoax
upon those who expect this Congress to act in
a compassionate, responsible manner toward
the provision of suitable guidance for troubled
young citizens. On the contrary, Congress
owes our youngest Americans more than the
hollow effort, and the sinister gesture that the
research reveals HR 1900 to be.

Mr. Speaker, this House should instead act
in a dignified way by rejecting this bill in def-
erence to a more serious effort to restructure
the Nation’s juvenile justice programs in a way
that will work. This House should insist that
the efforts of the federal bureaucracy reflect
the higher value of America’s young citizens.
We should be prepared to spend whatever it
takes, and devote as much as we can for the
legitimate improvement of American society.

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, HR 1900 only
perpetuates the bad habits of an uncaring and
unproven bureaucracy and it abandons the
very children in whose name this poor legisla-
tion is deceivingly cloaked.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WHITFIELD). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. WHITFIELD) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1900, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately noon today.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 47
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until approximately noon.

f
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AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House

was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. WHITFIELD) at 12 o’clock
and 5 minutes p.m.

f

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FAMILY
COURT ACT OF 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 2657.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Maryland (Mrs.

MORELLA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2657, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 408, nays 0,
not voting 22, as follows:

[Roll No. 343]
YEAS—408

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Allen
Andrews
Armey
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Becerra
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Bryant
Burr
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
DeFazio
Delahunt
DeLauro

DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Horn
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook

Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mink
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt

Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher

Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Sununu
Sweeney

Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watson (CA)
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—22

Baker
Berman
Burton
Clay
Deal
DeGette
Dingell
Gillmor

Holden
Hostettler
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Lucas (OK)
McInnis
Murtha
Ortiz

Rush
Sawyer
Schaffer
Stupak
Towns
Watkins (OK)
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

PERMISSION TO EXPAND TIME
FOR GENERAL DEBATE DURING
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 2586, NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2002

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that during consid-
eration of H.R. 2586 in the Committee
of the Whole pursuant to the order of
September 19, 2001, general debate be
enlarged to 2 hours equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee
on Armed Services.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WHITFIELD). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Ari-
zona?

There was no objection.
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NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-

TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2002

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of
Wednesday, September 19, 2001, and
rule XVIII, the Chair declares the
House in the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2586.

The Chair designates the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT) as
Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole, and requests the gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) to as-
sume the chair temporarily.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2586) to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2002 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for fiscal year
2002, and for other purposes, with Mr.
WHITFIELD (Chairman pro tempore) in
the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the order of the House of
Wednesday, September 19, 2001, the bill
is considered as having been read the
first time.

Pursuant to the order of the House of
today, the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. STUMP) and the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) each will con-
trol 1 hour.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP).

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

On August 1, the Committee on
Armed Services reported H.R. 2586 with
strong bipartisan support, a vote of 58–
1.

The bill authorizes appropriations for
the Department of Defense and for the
Department of Energy national secu-
rity programs for a total of $343 billion
in budget authority, consistent with
the President’s amended defense budg-
et request.

Mr. Chairman, normally at this point
we cover all the various initiatives in
the bill and why this is a strong pro-
posal to support our men and women in
uniform. This bill is all that and more.

The bill contains the largest military
pay increase since 1982 and provides
significant increases in funding for
critical military readiness accounts.
The bill also makes great strides in be-
ginning to fix our crumbling military
infrastructure and makes a modest
down payment on our next priority, the
modernization of our aging fleet of
combat equipment.

However, the bill also reflects the re-
ality that existed prior to last Tues-
day’s terrorist attacks on the United
States.

The tragic events of September 11,
2001, have changed our Nation. They
exposed our vulnerability to terrorism
and removed forever the belief that

Americans here at home were safe from
the kinds of barbaric attacks that have
occurred against our citizens, our mili-
tary personnel, and our friends and al-
lies overseas. We now know that Amer-
ica itself is a target and that terrorists
will not hesitate to use whatever
means at their disposal to kill innocent
Americans on a massive scale.

The terrorists’ actions were delib-
erate and calculated. Our response
must be as well. Once again, our Armed
Forces are being called upon to defend
this great Nation, this time from the
scourge of terrorism. I have no doubt
that they will rise to the occasion. But
we must ensure that they have the
proper tools and resources to do the
job, now and in the future.

H.R. 2586 provides our men and
women in uniform with the tools they
need to combat the challenges our
country will face in the next decade
and beyond. The bill goes a long way
toward helping our military recover
from the devastating effects of the
chronic underfunding that has taken
place over the past 8 years. It is a crit-
ical step toward ensuring that the
United States is ready to meet the
challenges that lie ahead, including the
challenge of meeting and defeating
international terrorism.

The bill recognizes that the war
against terrorism will not be won
quickly and that the United States will
require additional capabilities to deal
with the threat terrorism poses to
America. To this end, the bill author-
izes roughly $6 billion for Department
of Defense programs to combat ter-
rorism. Moreover, the bill reflects the
need to modernize America’s military
capabilities so that our country’s vul-
nerability to other threats, including
ballistic missiles, will be eliminated.

This is a good bill. However, despite
the increases contained in the bill, ad-
ditional resources will be needed.
America’s defenses cannot be rebuilt in
a single year. The war against ter-
rorism cannot be won with a single
year of defense increases. Our ability
to protect our citizens against other
emerging threats cannot be assured
with a single year of defense increases.
The effort to improve our Nation’s de-
fenses and our people’s security must
be significant and it must be sustained.

That said, it is clear that the funding
levels in this bill will not be sufficient
to support the level of effort that the
Department must undertake to hunt
down and root out the perpetrators of
last week’s attack. I understand that
the Pentagon and the administration
are in the process of identifying addi-
tional resources required, and we hope
to receive a proposal to address these
needs soon.

Rather than wait until that proposal
arrives, I urge the House to proceed
with the approval of this bill and allow
us to adjust it as the outlines of the ad-
ministration’s revised budget proposal
become clearer. The bill is too impor-
tant and contains too many critical
legislative tools necessary for the De-

partment to conduct its business to fall
victim to the press of schedule.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, this has been quite a
trying year for the Committee on
Armed Services. Last year I stood with
Floyd Spence to offer the bill, which
was titled in his name. I am very glad
that Congress approved that bill, not
least as a tribute to Floyd. Since then,
too, the passing of Herb Bateman and
Norman Sisisky took from our com-
mittee and the Congress great knowl-
edge and wisdom.

A significantly compressed budget
process challenged the committee’s
ability to maintain its required over-
sight role. And, more recently, the re-
vived specter of military action led to
consideration of significant changes in
this bill.

Through all this, Mr. Chairman, I am
grateful for the friendship and the
teamwork displayed by the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP). He has an
open door and an open mind, which are
in large part why I am able to say that
I support this bill and ask my col-
leagues to do so as well. The road has
been difficult, but the product is well
worth the journey.

When we began work on this bill,
America was at peace. We looked at
the future and saw a world of new
threats, from less traditional sources
and differing means. Our goal as a com-
mittee was twofold: to help the mili-
tary services make their transitions
into this new world, while maintaining
their capabilities to meet the needs of
the present.

Then some of our worst fears were re-
alized, and innocent Americans, civil-
ian and military, became targets of an
unspeakable and inhumane barbarism.
The United States was thrust into a
new kind of war, emphasizing intel-
ligence and adaptability over force and
firepower. Through the amendment and
conference process, our bill will change
to meet this new challenge without los-
ing our other capabilities.

The gentleman from Arizona has told
you of some of the bill’s particulars. I
am particularly proud of the pay raise
for the men and women who represent
America in uniform, and wish only
that it had been higher. I am proud,
also, of the way our subcommittee
chairs worked with their ranking mem-
bers in creating this bill. Plenty of cre-
ativity and tolerance went into their
work. Even in areas of disagreement,
the debate was agreeable.

And, to be sure, there are some wor-
thy highlights. Of the $343 billion au-
thorized, the bill commits approxi-
mately $10.3 billion to build and ren-
ovate new facilities and housing for the
military services. It helps to privatize
28,000 units and builds 51 new barracks
and dormitories. This is putting our
money where the soldier is.
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And we do not forget the families.

The bill builds or improves 6,800 units
of military family housing, makes sub-
stantial contributions to supporting
additional quality-of-life enhance-
ments like child development centers
and fitness centers for military per-
sonnel, and improves basic working
conditions.

As the Department of Defense con-
siders how it shall fight in the decades
ahead, our procurement and research
development titles preserve the widest
range of options. We do not take away
capabilities commanders say they
need, and back a full array of new and
innovative approaches for the future.

The bill also begins to formally close
the door on the Cold War. It takes a
bold new step in our relations with
Russia, allowing for the elimination of
50 Peacekeeper missiles. At the same
time, it funds the cooperative threat
reduction programs that make those
offensive reductions possible. Other ad-
versaries would do well to note how co-
operation in making peace leads to
greater security on all sides.

There are many more strong reasons
to support the bill, but let me set aside
the formalities for a moment and speak
to my colleagues from the heart.

One clear trend in the history of war-
fare is that war has come closer and
closer to civilians. Now we are faced
with an aggressor who deliberately
chooses to make war on civilians.

We have a military, Mr. Chairman, of
volunteers, each of whom has chosen to
put on a uniform. Each of them knows
that by doing so, he or she is saying
this: ‘‘I will put myself between Ameri-
cans and danger. I will risk my life and
freedom to preserve yours. I will do
what my country asks, and more.’’

Mr. Chairman, their strength and fi-
delity may soon be put to the test. I
guarantee every Member that they will
not be found wanting.

As they go, I hope and believe that
they carry with them every good wish
of those in this Chamber and across the
civilized world. And I wish them God-
speed.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER), chairman of the
Subcommittee on Military Research
and Development.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, this is a
bill in which we generally have some
fairly hotly contested issues. It is a bill
in which Members voice strong opin-
ions because national security issues
evoke strong opinions. But all of us un-
derstand now that we have a major
mission which predominates over all
other missions with respect to this bill;
and that is to give the President the
tools that he needs to pursue the ter-
rorists who struck America.

Because of that, Mr. Chairman, I
think we are all going to be working
together here as we walk through the
floor with this bill and go to conference
and try to keep our controversy to a

minimum, try to compromise on pack-
ages, and try to move to the point
where we are actually procuring for the
President, for our armed services, the
resources that they need.

b 1300

So let me thank my colleagues, the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MEEHAN), my partner on the Sub-
committee on Research and Develop-
ment; the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON); all the other fine Mem-
bers on the Democrat side of the aisle;
and all my fine colleagues on the Re-
publican side of the aisle, who make up
this great committee called the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

In R&D, let me tell Members where
we have been moving. We have been
trying to do everything we can to le-
verage America’s technology, both
militarily developed technology and
commercially developed technology, to
give our smaller forces which we now
have today the capability to be ex-
tremely effective, extremely mobile,
and extremely flexible.

This is a long, difficult challenge,
and it is going to take years to make
this change; but in a number of areas,
we are making great strides with this
bill. We are putting quite a bit of
money into precision munitions, to up-
grade our capability to use a single
munition to do the job. Where, here-
tofore, you needed to use lots of dumb
bombs, for example, to knock down a
bridge or something of that nature and
the ability to go in with a precision
munition and make a single hit and do
effective damage with that one hit, it
is a great advantage that comes out of
our technology; and that is something
that we are trying to manifest in our
munitions programs.

Stealth, Madam Chairman, the abil-
ity to fly aircraft through heavy
enemy air protection to avoid and
evade radar, so we can move our planes
into position to strike and move them
back out without losing pilots. That is
an area manifested in the Joint Strike
Fighter program, the F–22 program,
and other programs which we are de-
veloping or are devoting a lot of re-
sources to in R&D.

In the Army, the ability to move our
forces quickly and to make sure that
they are mobile enough and flexible
enough to get into very small, tight,
parts of the world, the problem that we
discovered in the campaign in Kosovo.
We are trying to rectify that with some
changes in the makeup of our military
forces and the armor forces that ac-
company those forces.

Madam Chairman, in the Sub-
committee on Research and Develop-
ment, we are devoting a large amount
of dollars to help the Army change to
a position where it is more mobile,
more responsive, and especially more
air mobile, because we have to get a lot
of this equipment around the world in
a very short period of time.

With respect to missile defense, we
all understand we live in an age of mis-

siles. That was revealed to us in the
early 1990s when 26 Americans were
killed in the Gulf War by ballistic mis-
siles. Across-the-board, Democrats and
Republicans are working on a whole
family of anti-ballistic missile sys-
tems, some of which are deployable
now, like PAC–3, which can handle
some of the basic Scuds, right up to the
testing range that the President needs
for national missile defense. We think
we are going to have a package on that
a little later, Madam Chairman, that
Democrats and Republicans can agree
to.

So, across-the-board, Madam Chair-
man, on R&D we are doing everything
we can to give our country broad capa-
bility against military threats. As we
walk through this package, we are
going to want to add things as we go
into the conference with the other
body to focus especially on new re-
quirements as a result of the strike on
America.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Guam (Mr. UNDERWOOD).

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Madam Chair-
man, I thank our leader on the Demo-
cratic side for yielding me time.

Madam Chairman, at this particular
time in our debate here in Congress,
there is no more important bill that we
are confronted with than this par-
ticular bill to provide adequate re-
sources to our men and women in uni-
form and to all the people who work in
support of those men and women in
uniform. Certainly at this point in
time in our Nation’s history as we con-
template a wide variety of ideas and
scenarios regarding what is an appro-
priate response to the heinous attacks
that have been unleashed upon our peo-
ple, the Defense Authorization Act for
fiscal year 2002 will certainly be one of
the most important defense authoriza-
tions in our history.

Madam Chairman, I rise today to join
my colleagues in support of H.R. 2586,
the fiscal year 2002 Defense Authoriza-
tion Bill. This bill is well-crafted legis-
lation and a result of tremendous bi-
partisan effort. It will go a long way
toward ensuring that the bedrock of
our security, our troops, will be well
looked after and supported in the
forthcoming year. It provides the larg-
est military pay raise since 1982, and
meets many of our military’s mod-
ernization needs. This bill is essential
to stemming the decline in readiness
and buttressing the security of the
United States and around the world.

In particular, I want to address the
provisions in the act relating to the
morale, welfare, and recreation activi-
ties of DOD. First, I want to acknowl-
edge the outstanding leadership of the
panel chair, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. BARTLETT), and active par-
ticipation and strong support of panel
members. While there are few legisla-
tive provisions in this bill, it does not
detract from the work of the panel or
support of the committee for those pro-
visions.
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I also want to draw attention to some

of the items in the defense authoriza-
tion which will support Guam and its
strategic role to our Nation’s national
security. There is over $66 million in
MILCON activities. The people of
Guam stand ready to do their part.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY), the chairman
of our Subcommittee on Readiness.

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Chairman, I
rise today in strong support of H.R.
2586, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for fiscal year 2002.

I believe the committee has done a
good job in fulfilling its role of over-
sight of the Department of Defense and
has done its best to provide the nec-
essary funding to improve the readi-
ness of our military forces. Let us not
forget, however, that for many years
we have asked our military to do more
and more with less and less. Now, after
the tragic events of last week, we will
be asking our military men and women
to do even more.

Although there have been many addi-
tional missions placed on our military
forces over the years, there has not
been a corresponding increase in fund-
ing to fully sustain our infrastructure
and equipment.

We are all heartened that the funding
levels requested by the administration
for next year makes an attempt to ar-
rest the decline in military readiness
and begins the process of rebuilding
and restoring our military forces. To
accomplish this, the administration
has had to significantly increase readi-
ness funding this year as compared
with last year. As an example, funding
for flight operations has increased by
over $2.2 billion, which includes the in-
creased costs for fuel and attempts to
address the severe parts shortages. In
addition, there is an increase for com-
bat training of over $825 million, an in-
crease for facilities repair and
sustainment of nearly $500 million, and
an increase of $1.2 billion for depot
maintenance and repair of equipment.
These are significant increases; but,
again, they merely halt the decline.

Madam Chairman, H.R. 2586 is a re-
sponsible, meaningful bill, that fairly
allocates resources for the restoration
of acceptable readiness and an accept-
able quality of life for men and women
of our military forces. To do anything
less will allow the readiness of our
military to slip further and could risk
the lives of countless men and women
in every branch of the military.

As we get this bill into conference,
we may decide on or the President may
come down with other needs based
upon the events of the last few days
and we can address those and we need
to address those. For now, however,
this is a good bill, and it deserves our
support. I strongly urge my colleagues
to vote yes on this bill, to vote yes to
maintain military readiness.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Arkansas (Mr. SNYDER).

Mr. SNYDER. Madam Chairman, as
the ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Military Personnel, I
would like to thank my friend and col-
league, the fine chairman of the Sub-
committee on Military Personnel, the
gentleman from New York (Mr.
MCHUGH), for his leadership this year.

Madam Chairman, each and every
day our volunteer men and women in
uniform go forward to protect Amer-
ica’s freedoms. Sometimes they are
asked to pay the ultimate sacrifice,
like those serving in the Pentagon on
September 11. We owe those dedicated
and committed individuals not only
our gratitude but also our support.

With this bill, we continue to im-
prove the quality of life for those men
and women and their families who
chose to serve our Nation. It provides
the largest military pay raise since
1982, including a 6 percent minimum to
enlisted members and a 5 percent min-
imum to officers, and targets up to 10
percent for mid-grade and senior non-
commissioned officers.

The enhancements made to perma-
nent change of station benefits will
help to reduce out-of-pocket costs for
those uniformed personnel and their
families who often move to different
bases to meet the needs of the indi-
vidual services. And we continue to re-
duce out-of-pocket housing costs for
families.

The bill directs improvements to pro-
tect the rights and privileges of mili-
tary personnel and their families to ex-
ercise the constitutional right to vote.
We have also made improvements to
health care. The Department has been
directed to review the need to provide
health care coverage to reservists and
their families, and it clarifies pre-
viously enacted benefits under
TRICARE for Life and other TRICARE
benefits which were authorized last
year.

Given the expected increase in de-
ployments for our forces as a result of
the attack on the United States, I be-
lieve that in conference we need to re-
view the $100 per day deployment bonus
for those deployed more than 400 days
out of every 2 years. While I under-
stand why this policy was developed
and passed last year, to encourage the
services to reduce the high rate of de-
ployments for military personnel, and I
appreciate the language that has been
added to ensure that the potential im-
pacts of the policy are looked at, we
need to ensure that the deployment
pay policy is fair, that it does not inad-
vertently harm military operations or
that it becomes too expensive for the
services, particularly the Navy and Ma-
rine Corps, to bear.

Madam Chairman, the bill before us
today continues to improve the quality
of life for those who serve their Nation
in uniform and their families. These
defenders of liberty need to know that
their families are being taken care of
while they are protecting our freedoms.

Once again, Madam Chairman, let me
say it is a pleasure to work with the

gentleman from New York (Mr.
MCHUGH) and the members of the Sub-
committee on Military Personnel. I
urge my colleagues to support this
measure.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MCHUGH), the chairman
of our Subcommittee on Military Per-
sonnel.

Mr. MCHUGH. Madam Chairman, I
thank the chairman for yielding me
time.

Madam Chairman, let me echo the
words of many who have spoken al-
ready. I know we will hear more about
the great spirit of unity that we have
seen displayed in the formulation of
this bill, and that is a compliment, of
course, to the Members on both sides of
the aisle. But a particular word of
thanks and appreciation to the chair-
man, the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
STUMP), and the ranking member, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), for their incredible leadership.

Madam Chairman, given the truly
tragic events of Tuesday, September 11,
in my home State of New York and
Northern Virginia at the Pentagon,
and, of course, in Pennsylvania, it cer-
tainly is fitting, timely and essential
that we consider this bill at this mo-
ment.

Like so many others, I rise in strong
support of this measure. I believe there
are many, many reasons for each and
every Member of this body to enthu-
siastically endorse the legislation
when it is called for a vote.

Most importantly, Madam Chairman,
this bill represents a balanced ap-
proach to improving national security,
providing significant initiatives in
modernization, missile defense, readi-
ness, research and development, mili-
tary construction and procurement and
that kind of balanced approach. For
the long-term improvement to our na-
tional security, it is absolutely essen-
tial to our mission and certainly is es-
sential to dealing most effectively with
those developments of September 11.

On the personnel side, I think that
there are many exceptional provisions
that certainly argue strongly in favor
of this bill. I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. SNYDER)
who just spoke for his leadership as the
ranking member and for working with
all of us on both sides of the aisle to
put these provisions together. Al-
though you just heard a number of
them, I think they bear repeating.

Specifically, this bill builds on the
administration’s fiscal year 2002 budget
request for military personnel and
health care that causes this legislation
to be the strongest, most robust pro-
posal in years. It provides some $6.9 bil-
lion more for the military personnel
accounts than we provided just last
year. That is the biggest 1-year in-
crease in military personnel accounts
since 1985.

It increases the health care oper-
ations accounts by $6 billion over what
was authorized in fiscal year 2001. It re-
flects a commitment shared by DOD
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and the Congress to fully fund health
care for our brave men and women in
uniform that we are now looking to to
lead us in this, this greatest of chal-
lenges.

The legislation also provides for the
largest military pay increase since
1982, including a 5 percent across-the-
board increase for officers and a 6 per-
cent across-the-board increase for all
enlisted personnel.

Further, the bill authorizes retire-
ment-qualified members of the uni-
formed services to receive VA dis-
ability compensation. This would allow
us for the first time to meaningfully
deal with that concurrent receipt issue.
I want to thank the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS), who has been
such a leader in this provision.

The bill also very quickly reduces
out-of-pocket costs that we require our
military men and women to pay from
15 percent to 11.3 percent over the next
year, keeping faith with the plan that
we initiated to eliminate those costs,
and many other provisions with respect
to improving TRICARE, health care for
our men and women in uniform, build-
ing on the budget request for so many
other kinds of personnel issue accounts
that are so invaluable as we ask these
men and women to go forward to de-
fend our Nation.

b 1315

As we ask these men and women to
go forward to defend our Nation and
defend our interests, this bill I think
signifies very strongly our shared com-
mitment to them as we go forward on
this day; and I certainly urge all of the
Members to strongly support this
measure when the vote is called.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. TAUSCHER).

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Madam Chairman,
I rise in strong support of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2002.

As the ranking member of the Na-
tional Nuclear Security Administra-
tion Oversight panel, I want to specifi-
cally address the provisions of the bill
relating to the Department of Energy
and the NNSA.

Madam Chairman, the decision to re-
tain the oversight panel again this
year sends a very clear message of
Congress’s intent to aggressively exer-
cise its oversight responsibility in an
area that is undoubtedly crucial to our
national security. This resurgence of
meaningful interest in the Department
of Energy’s defense nuclear activities
will have a lasting impact on the activ-
ity that has been entangled in a bu-
reaucratic kudzu since its inception.
But unfortunately, this bill does not
provide relief for all of the challenges
the NNSA faces.

In light of the catastrophic events of
September 11, I wish we could have pro-
vided additional resources to continue
the development of technologies that
would enhance our ability to detect the
production, testing, transfer, or use of

weapons of mass destruction. The ad-
ministration’s budget request severely
reduces funding for nonproliferation
research and development focused on
enhancing essential domestic non-
proliferation capabilities. It is an area
where we can ill afford to lose any mo-
mentum. I hope that my colleagues
will continue to seek additional re-
sources for this area as we enter into
conference with the Senate.

Madam Chairman, I also want to
note for the full House that the panel’s
accomplishments would not have been
possible without the strong leadership
of the panel chairman, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. THORNBERRY), and the
support of the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. STUMP), the chairman of the full
committee, and the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), the ranking
member, and the cooperation and sup-
port of our colleagues on the panel and
on the full committee.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON), the chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Procure-
ment.

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Chairman, I thank our distin-
guished chairman for yielding the time
and for his leadership on this bill, and
I thank our distinguished ranking
member for his cooperation.

This is truly a bill that I think re-
flects the need for this Congress to
move forward aggressively in sup-
porting our defense in a way that we
perhaps have not done over the past
several years. I am ecstatic that we
have struck a balance. We have contin-
ued to fund aggressive support for mis-
sile defense, we have continued to fund
aggressive support for modernization,
and in this bill we begin to address the
needs of the readiness shortfall that
our troops have experienced.

Madam Chairman, just 21⁄2 weeks ago,
a group of five of us traveled around
the country interacting with 20 of our
colleagues as we toured 24 bases in 15
States to get a glimpse of the capa-
bility of our military to respond. What
we saw was atrocious. We saw military
bases that one would not put their
worst enemies on. We saw raw sewage
coming out of barracks. We saw day
care centers for the children of the off-
spring of our personnel with mold on
the wall, without adequate fire protec-
tion. This bill begins to address those
long-term maintenance and improve-
ment needs that we have had for so
many years and begins to address the
readiness shortfall.

I commend the leadership of both the
majority under the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. STUMP), the chairman of the
full committee, and the minority under
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON), the ranking member, for al-
lowing us to move forward in this area.

But we have done other things be-
sides readiness. We have continued to

work on this committee in addressing
the issues relative to terrorism. I am
proud of the fact that this committee
has been out on the forefront, even
though we have had some silent ears in
the past, of calling for additional funds
to combat terrorism. In fact, Madam
Chairman, it was this committee 2
years ago that called for the need for
an integration of our intelligence capa-
bilities, the establishment of a na-
tional data fusion center, and a na-
tional operations and analysis hub. It
was this committee that called for
that.

Yet the CIA and the FBI have not yet
torn down the stovepipes that exist be-
tween our intelligence agencies. It was
this committee that said all 32 Federal
agencies must come together, because
the most significant need for our mili-
tary and our warfighters in the 21st
century is the ability to do profiling,
to use our intelligence systems to un-
derstand the enemy, to understand ter-
rorists and terrorist groups and ter-
rorist organizations.

This bill again reaffirms that pri-
ority. In fact, we are working for some
specific funding to implement that dur-
ing the process of moving this legisla-
tion. It is this committee who again,
Madam Chairman, reestablishes the
Gillmor Commission. The Gillmor
Commission was created by this com-
mittee to look at the interaction be-
tween the military and our domestic
responders. Long before the World
Trade Center, we were on the cutting
edge of telling the Congress and the
American people that our domestic de-
fenders, our international defenders,
our military and our fire and EMS
must work together. In this bill, we
will continue the effort of that.

In every possible area of terrorism,
we have been in the forefront and we
will continue on the forefront. I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on this
legislation.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Let me take just a moment to com-
pliment the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. WELDON) on his efforts con-
cerning the housing for our young peo-
ple in uniform. He and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. REYES), the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ), and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCHROCK)
made a series of appearances to look at
the conditions of some of our young
folks. We ask so much of them; and I
think this bill does make, as the gen-
tleman said, a major step in helping
the living conditions for those young
people in uniform, and we thank him
for his efforts in that regard.

Madam Chairman, I yield 2 minutes
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
REYES).

Mr. REYES. Madam Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

Madam Chairman, I rise today to
support the defense authorization and
to thank the gentleman from Arizona
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(Mr. STUMP), the chairman of the com-
mittee, and the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), the ranking mem-
ber, for putting together a strong de-
fense bill.

In this time of national crisis, I am
pleased that we are able to come to-
gether to support increased funding for
our military services. Our combat
troops, which President Bush has or
soon will call to deployment, are
trained and ready; let no one anywhere
make any mistake about that. These
men and women who are at the point of
the spear are ready to handle whatever
mission we require of them. However,
it is those others who are further back
from that point that need increased
funding to fix problems.

I want to also thank the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON) for
having the vision to put together a
fact-finding trip that we recently com-
pleted. On this trip we visited 23 bases
across the country and saw horrendous
living and working conditions. Ceilings
were falling in, sewage was backing up;
our men and women in uniform and
their families were being forced and
are being forced to live in substandard
housing.

Madam Chairman, we have the finest
military personnel in the whole world,
and they simply deserve better. They
give us 110 percent each and every day,
and we as a Nation owe them a better
quality of life. This bill will begin to
fix some of those problems, but we
must still do more for them. In this
time of great peril and danger, let us
not forget to get our priorities
straight. I ask all of my colleagues to
support this bill.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON).

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Chairman, I
rise in strong support of our National
Defense Authorization Act.

Madam Chairman, I rise in strong support of
H.R. 2586, the National Defense Authorization
Act.

Before I begin in earnest, I would like to
pause for just a moment to pay my respect to
someone who is not with us today, our good
friend Floyd Spence. In my entire time on the
House Armed Services Committee, I have not
experienced an authorization bill without him.
I will miss Floyd greatly and I know that I join
my colleagues in sending our thoughts and
prayers to his family.

I want to thank Chairman STUMP and Rank-
ing Member SKELTON for their leadership, hard
work, and dedication to our men and women
in uniform. Because of their efforts, the De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002
reflects the strong bipartisan values of the
committee and this legislative body in favor of
securing and maintaining the most capable
defense force in the world.

Madam Chairman, H.R. 2586 represents
this committee’s and Congress’ desire to re-
build our Nation’s Armed Forces after years of
neglect. Specifically, the legislation reflects the
President’s request for the largest increase in
defense spending since the mid-1980s. In
total, the President request and the House

Armed Services Committee approved a $33
billion increase from the fiscal year 2001
spending level.

Madam Chairman, I want to highlight two
specific areas where I believe the committee
has done exemplary work. First, the com-
mittee approved the largest military pay raise
since 1982, significant construction efforts to
improve the facilities in which military per-
sonnel live and work, and substantial in-
creases to readiness accounts that support
operations, maintenance, and training.

Second, the committee fully funds the re-
quired upgrades for the B–2 bomber. By in-
cluding $123 million for Link 16 and in-flight
replanning, the committee has given the B–2
the required equipment to accomplish the job
its capable of doing. Furthermore, the com-
mittee has asked the Air Force to report back
on the number of B–2s it will need to accom-
plish the mission set out by Air Force Chief of
Staff General John Jumper’s Global Strike
Task Force. While I believe that more B–2s
would accomplish the mission, it is important
that the Air Force provide us with this data so
that Congress can appropriate the needed
funds to support their mission.

In view of last week’s events and the com-
mencement of Operation Infinite Justice, swift
action by this legislative body will further dem-
onstrate the unity and determination of this
great Nation to overcome the challenges be-
fore us.

May God bless America and the brave men
and women who are putting their lives on the
line to defend it.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SAXTON), the chair-
man of our Subcommittee on Research
and Development.

Mr. SAXTON. Madam Chairman, I
rise in strong support of H.R. 2586, the
National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2002.

Prior to the August recess, the Com-
mittee on Armed Services met to mark
up this legislation and ordered it re-
ported by a vote of 58 to 1, a testament
to the tradition of bipartisanship of the
committee.

I must say that I have been gratified
by the strengthening unity of purpose
which has seized this House. As a mat-
ter of fact, Madam Chairman, if the
terrorists who perpetrated last Tues-
day’s attacks hoped to play on any par-
tisan or policy differences we may have
with each other, they have failed. As a
matter of fact, the aisle that separates
the two sides of this House has dis-
appeared.

Obviously, in light of the horrific ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, many
aspects of the defense program will be
looked at anew; but we are pressing
ahead with this bill because there are
many, many important defense prior-
ities addressed in this measure. All of
us in this great body understand that
we need to relook at everything we
have been doing to protect our national
security, and I promise my colleagues
that those needs will be our first pri-
ority as we meet in conference with the
other body to give final shape to this
measure.

Even though we all yearn to act now,
the prudent course of action is to ad-

dress the requirements that the Sec-
retary of Defense identifies, require-
ments that have been studied hard over
the last 10 days. I know the Secretary
is working hard with members of our
leadership and with the chairman and
vice chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services to develop our prior-
ities for our consideration; and in the
weeks ahead, we will be considering
those measures.

As chairman of both the Special
Oversight Panel on Terrorism and the
Subcommittee on Military Installa-
tions and Facilities, I will be very ac-
tive in pursuing effective ways to de-
feat the scourge of terrorism while al-
lowing all Americans, but particularly
those who serve in the military, to live
and work without fear of sudden at-
tack. Clearly, we must do what we can
to protect the safety of our citizens,
our military, and our military fami-
lies. Just as importantly, we must find
ways to streamline the security proc-
esses so that military bases are reason-
ably accessible.

In all of this tragedy, there is a glim-
mer of hope. For example, there is evi-
dence that the improved reinforced
measures that have been taken in new
construction have saved lives. I am
told, and will go and visit soon to see
for myself, that portions of the Pen-
tagon that have been renovated, which
included several explosion-resistant
features, stood up far better than the
original structure. I will be leading a
delegation of my colleagues to examine
the damage very soon and promise my
best efforts to do whatever we can to
protect all Americans from terrorism.

Later this week, the Committee on
Appropriations is expected to bring to
the floor the bill to provide appropria-
tions for military construction for the
coming year which, of course, are also
included in this bill. Our two commit-
tees have worked closely together, that
is, the Committee on Appropriations
and the Committee on Armed Services,
in the development of the MILCON pro-
gram for the next fiscal year. The gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. HOBSON) and the
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE) and the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. OLVER) have worked
closely together with all parties, and
our bills mirror each other. H.R. 2586
would commit approximately $10.3 bil-
lion, roughly $350 million more than
the President’s request, to the military
construction and military housing for
the coming fiscal year.

In closing, I want to again express
my appreciation to the members of the
subcommittee who have contributed to
this bill. In particular, I want to ex-
press my appreciation to the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE), with whom I have worked for
many years, and I value his counsel.

Madam Chairman, I encourage all
Members to support H.R. 2586.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. TURNER), who is the rank-
ing member on the Special Oversight
Panel on Terrorism.
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Mr. TURNER. Madam Chairman, I

am pleased to rise in support of the
2002 National Defense Authorization
Act. I want to say I am pleased to fol-
low the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. SAXTON), the chairman of our ter-
rorism panel, who has done such an
outstanding job working on that very
critical issue. I am pleased to serve
with him on that panel.

I also want to thank the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP), the chair-
man of the committee, for his out-
standing leadership, and to thank the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), our ranking Democrat on the
committee. These two gentlemen have
worked tirelessly and have worked to-
gether, along with our committee staff,
to produce this piece of legislation.

b 1330

In my view, there are many reasons
to support the bill that is before us. It
includes pay for military personnel, a
pay raise; it includes funding for addi-
tional acquisition; it addresses several
quality-of-life issues. However, I am
particularly pleased with the fact that
this bill makes significant improve-
ments to address the new and ever-
changing realities of the environment
we live in today, brought home so trag-
ically to us on September 11.

As many of our colleagues have
pointed out, America faces its greatest
challenge since the Second World War.
Last week’s terrorist attack on the
World Trade Center and the Pentagon
has shown all Americans that the
threat of terrorism is ever present on
our shores and abroad. It exhibits vast
destruction capabilities and sophistica-
tion. It is like a threat we have never
faced before.

With it, there is a bonus. We must be
diligent in our efforts to embrace new
response methods and techniques. This
legislation makes great strides in our
efforts toward that end. The research
and development provisions add a sig-
nificant amount of funding for a vari-
ety of transformational and leap-ahead
technologies. This legislation provides
for even more investments to combat
terrorism, and also to handle con-
sequent management and force protec-
tion.

Madam Chairman, we recognize the
continuing possibility of future ter-
rorist attacks. I urge all Members to
join with us in support of this legisla-
tion.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN), a member of the
committee.

(Mr. HANSEN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me.

As the President said, we have seen
the first battle of the first war of the
21st century, but there are many bat-
tles to come. Even as we speak, our
military forces are deploying to the

farthest reaches of the planet to begin
the noble campaign to rid the planet of
the scourge of terrorism.

I appreciate the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Chairman STUMP) and the rank-
ing member, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), for the great work
they have done on this very important
piece of legislation.

I would like to say one thing: This
bill has some things that are very im-
portant to the ranges of America. As
many realize, there have been some
real encroachments in it. We had one
hearing where they said they could
only use 18 percent of Camp Pendleton
because of the Endangered Species Act,
a small percent of Fort Hood, and chal-
lenges coming around. This piece of
legislation allows us to have the mili-
tary have some hand in the Endangered
Species Act.

If Members read the 1973 Endangered
Species Act, the Secretary of Defense
has a prerogative in there to utilize it,
and I would urge the Secretary to take
a look at that bill. That may help him.

This bill also sets aside the ref-
erendum in Vieques. At a time like
this, I am sure Puerto Ricans and
Americans all over will stand tall,
square their shoulders, and say that
this is important. And it is important
when the JFK goes out that it has live-
fire training, that they do not go out
unprepared. That is an extremely im-
portant thing.

It gets into the idea of readiness, of
$7.5 billion more for readiness, which is
so important at this time. I think the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Chair-
man WELDON) and others who have
worked admirably in getting this bill
ready to go on things that will protect
America.

This is a good piece of legislation, a
piece of legislation that should be
passed. If Members read the Constitu-
tion of America, what is the reason we
are here in these offices anyway? It is
not a lot of this stuff we have been de-
bating for the past year. The main rea-
son we are here is to defend our people
and defend this Nation.

This is the first piece of legislation I
have seen this year that does it, and it
is a good piece of legislation. Let us all
vote for this bill.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS).

(Mr. Andrews asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ANDREWS. Madam Chairman, I
thank my friend, the gentleman from
Missouri, for yielding time to me.

At a time of great uncertainty in our
country, this bill provides strong as-
surances to the American people. When
our Commander in Chief calls our men
and women in service to action, they
will be ready because of this legislation
and other bills from this committee
that have gone before it.

When the planes need to fly and the
ships need to be deployed and the Ma-
rines need to land and the soldiers need

to do their work, they will be ready be-
cause of the diligence and vigilance of
Members of this committee on both
sides of the aisle.

This bill does a lot to make them
even more ready. It raises their pay,
and makes significant steps towards
improving the conditions in which
their families live. It provides for fund-
ing for the ships, the planes, the weap-
ons that they will need to do their job.
As a member of the Subcommittee on
Military Research and Development, I
am particularly pleased that under the
leadership of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Chairman HUNTER), with the ac-
tive leadership of the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MEEHAN), we were
able to increase by $6 billion, from $41
billion in the present fiscal year to $47
billion in the forthcoming fiscal year,
the resources for research and develop-
ment.

If Members want to make the air-
ports safer, these research and develop-
ment projects will make it so. If Mem-
bers are looking for ways to defend
America’s civilian infrastructure from
attacks that we dread and anticipate,
these projects are the way to make it
so.

Our enemies should note duly this
afternoon, we are united on this bill.
We will go forward together, and when
our Commander in Chief calls, our
troops will be ready as a result of this
legislation. I urge its passage by the
House.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. BARTLETT), chairman of
our Panel on Morale, Welfare and
Recreation of the Committee on Armed
Services.

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Madam
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for
yielding time to me.

Madam Chairman, I rise in support of
H.R. 2586, the National Defense Author-
ization Act for fiscal year 2002.

Under normal circumstances, I would
confine my remarks to the provisions
in the bill relating to the morale, wel-
fare, and recreation and activities for
military personnel in my capacity as
chairman of the Panel on Morale, Wel-
fare, and Recreation of the Committee
on Armed Services. I certainly wish to
thank my ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Guam (Mr. UNDERWOOD),
for his commitment and help.

But these are far from normal cir-
cumstances. The morale, welfare, and
recreation provisions are important,
and I commend them to all Members of
this great body. More to the point, the
overreaching purpose of this bill is to
strengthen the national defense. The
barbaric, despicable acts of terrorism
committed just last week brought
home the grim reality to us that our
enemies are real, they are clever, and
they are determined. We must not rest
until others responsible are brought to
justice. We in Congress must not rest
until we discharge our sacred duty to
provide for the common defense of this
great Nation.
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In my opinion, we should have been

doing more. However, this is not the
time to dwell on what we did or did not
do in the past. As Members of Con-
gress, we must fulfill our responsibility
to work together to provide the men
and women who volunteer to serve in
our military with the tools and re-
sources they need to exact justice and
ensure victory against the terrorists.

I am sure we will have disagreements
about exactly how to do that as this ef-
fort moves forward. We have to keep
focused and united behind the ultimate
goal of securing liberty for ourselves
and our posterity. This bill and the $40
billion supplemental we passed a few
days ago are a good start. More should
and will be done, but this bill, as we
will amend it today and tomorrow, is a
good follow-up to the supplemental,
and I urge all Members to support it.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Maine (Mr. ALLEN).

Mr. ALLEN. Madam Chairman, I
thank the chairman and ranking mem-
ber for putting together a good bill.

While I take issue with the bill’s ac-
celeration of national missile defense,
the overall bill is worthy of support,
especially given the importance of sup-
porting our troops in the war on ter-
rorism.

Let me take a moment to mention a
little-noticed but important part of the
bill, the maritime section. I thank the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), the chairman of the Mer-
chant Marine Panel, for crafting a
quality bipartisan product.

The likelihood of a military buildup
overseas shows that the need for a
ready and viable Merchant Marine fleet
and a shipbuilding industrial base re-
mains as critical as ever. The com-
mittee recommends $104 million to
maintain the Title 11 loan guarantee
program, and provides $99 million for
operation of the Maritime Administra-
tion, including the U.S. and State mar-
itime academies.

In addition, we did not support the
President’s request to transfer the
maritime security program from the
Department of Transportation to the
Department of Defense because the
committee has not received any jus-
tification for the transfer.

As the Nation stands united after the
terrorist attacks, today is not the time
for controversial debates. But there are
items in this bill worthy of a full de-
bate and vote in the future.

For example, I believe the massive
increase for a technologically unproven
national missile defense to deal with
the least likely terrorist threat to this
country is misguided, given the more
conventional and readily apparent ter-
rorist threats that we face. Moreover,
withdrawal from the ABM Treaty could
undermine our ability to keep Russia
as a reliable partner in the
antiterrorism coalition.

The administration’s fiscal year 2002
budget adds $3 billion for missile de-
fense, a 57 percent increase. Its original

increase for counterterrorism was only
one-eighth as large, a mere 7 percent
increase. The response to September 11
has already required defense increases,
from air patrols at home to reserve
call-ups to deployments overseas. But
we should not use this tragedy as an
excuse to throw money at the Pen-
tagon. New spending should be justified
by an overall strategy and reviewed by
Congress. This crisis does not obviate
the necessity to prioritize.

Again, I urge support for this bill to
give full support to the American men
and women who may be asked to put
themselves in harm’s way in our war
on terrorism.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. THORNBERRY), the chairman
of our Special Oversight Panel on De-
partment of Energy Reorganization.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Madam Chair-
man, like other Members, I rise in ap-
preciation and admiration for the lead-
ership shown by our chairman, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP), and
by the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON) in moving this bill, particu-
larly at this difficult time.

I also appreciate the participation of
all the members in the special panel
dealing with the Department of Ener-
gy’s nuclear weapons program. At this
time, as it has been for the past few
years, security of our nuclear weapons
and the complex which produces them
has been a very high matter of concern.

I can report to the House that Gen-
eral Gordon, who is the administrator
of the National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration, has done a good job, in
my view, in making sure that our nu-
clear weapons facilities are secure, and
particularly in this difficult time.

Along with the very distinguished
ranking member of the panel, the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs.
TAUSCHER), we have worked side by
side over the past year in overseeing
the reorganization which Congress
passed a few years ago.

Included in this bill are some minor
adjustments to the reorganization
which I think are good and prudent and
requested by General Gordon. But the
bigger bill also provides more funding
for our nuclear weapons projects, in-
cluding some set-aside money for our
facilities, which have been very badly
underfunded in recent years, and I
think helps give the necessary empha-
sis on these critical elements of our de-
fense posture now, just as much as 2
weeks ago.

Madam Chairman, in the broader
sense, I believe this bill takes impor-
tant steps forward in making sure that
we are prepared for the challenges of
the future. One thing that the events of
last week reminds us is that the United
States can be attacked by more actors
using more different methods than ever
before, so we have to have a military
that is more flexible and more adapt-
able. This committee has been pushing
to make sure that we have expanded
capabilities that can deal with this
greater variety of threats.

Among the things that are included
in this bill are a suggestion that the
Secretary of Defense establish a trans-
formation office within his office, to
have an advocate in the highest
reaches of the Pentagon to make sure
that we are preparing for the wars and
challenges of the future, not refighting
the wars of the past.

Included in this bill are important
provisions dealing with space, because
while a lot of our focus now is on these
particular acts of terrorism, this coun-
try can also be subject to economic ter-
rorism, if for example satellites were
disabled, and it would also of course
cripple our military. Having control of
space and giving space the proper at-
tention it needs is a critical thing.

We support the Army’s efforts to
transform itself to have smaller units
that are more mobile and more lethal,
and obviously the events of recent days
point out the importance of that. This
bill also moves ahead with the conver-
sion of the Trident Submarines into
SSGNs. It is an important step that
gives us additional capability.

So this bill helps move us forward
and will make us better prepared to
deal with the challenges ahead.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield 7 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Georgia (Ms. MCKINNEY).

Ms. MCKINNEY. Madam Chairman, I
have grave concerns about this bill. I
would first like to say that I hope that
reason and common sense prevail in
any decisions on our Nation’s future
response to terrorism.

Madam Chairman, I pray for God’s
intervention in ensuring the safe re-
turn of our many young men and
women who are now being sent off to
fight this war against terrorism. They
face tremendous dangers and uncertain
futures, and their families will endure
many long and sleepless nights waiting
for their return. We must remember
them all, and acknowledge the great
personal sacrifices they are going to
have to make on our behalf in the com-
ing days.

H.R. 2586 represents a near $33 billion
increase from last year. In comparison,
appropriations for diplomacy and for-
eign aid total only $22.9 billion, a mere
6 percent of the entire defense budget.

b 1345

With the financial mismanagement
that continues to exist within the De-
partment of Defense, increases should
not be made until a system of financial
responsibility is instituted to prevent
waste and address the lack of account-
ability.

The single largest portion of the
budget increase is dedicated to the de-
velopment of missile defense systems.
It should be apparent to us all now that
ballistic missiles are not our worst
threat at this time. Expensive high-
tech weapons are no substitute for ef-
fective diplomacy. Arms control, disar-
mament, and international cooperation
will be far more effective in advancing
peace and security in the years ahead
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and will cost far less than a missile
shield.

This bill also prevents our Nation
from reducing our nuclear weapons ar-
senal and from de-alerting our nuclear
weapons stockpile. In light of recent
events, I think it would be prudent to
de-alert our nuclear missiles and to re-
tire as many as possible, lest they be-
come greater targets or be turned
against us.

I regret that the committee did not
support the Sanchez amendment to
change current law to permit service-
women and female dependents who are
overseas to access military hospitals
for the purpose of privately funded
abortions. This provision is tanta-
mount to gender discrimination and
should be changed.

This bill also reduces the likelihood
of the Navy’s departure from Vieques.
It is my hope that the administration
will be permitted to go ahead with its
plans for withdrawal from Vieques in
2003.

There have been recent revelations
about the use of military intelligence
for domestic purposes, specifically with
respect to the surveillance of Dr. Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr., and Operation
Lantern Spike. Evidence of such past
activities give rise today to grave con-
stitutional issues and concern about
civil liberties. The 1975 report written
by the Frank Church Committee re-
vealed practices abhorrent in a free so-
ciety. The Church committee exposed
that in the name of State security a
program of manipulation, surveillance,
disruption, and murder was carried out
with the consent of those at the high-
est levels of the United States Govern-
ment and against domestic and inter-
national law. Domestic uses of the
military have long been prohibited, for
good reason, and the same should con-
tinue to apply.

The escalating war on drugs is an-
other problem area for us. As with the
continued bombing of Iraq, I think now
is not the time to be fighting proxy
wars overseas, making more enemies
abroad than we may already now have.
Now is a time to focus on diplomacy
abroad and justice and security at
home. As such, I do not support contin-
ued funding for training for civil con-
flicts in Colombia and elsewhere.

Despite my reservations with this
legislation, it does include positive as-
pects that I applaud. I would like to
commend the committee for the in-
crease in military pay and salaries.
This is an appropriate step that not
only provides our servicemen and
women with sufficient compensation
but also furthers the professionalism
and enhances the retention of our serv-
icemen and women. Similarly, in-
creases in moving allowances, housing
expenditures, provisions permitting
concurrent receipt of retired pay and
veterans’ disability benefits, and ef-
forts to promote voting rights of per-
sonnel are praiseworthy.

Much has changed since the com-
mittee passed this bill in August. How-

ever, I am still confident that many of
the nations that we perceive as a
threat will respond to the expansion
and proliferation of missile defense,
the expanding role of the military and
drug interdiction, and preventions of
reductions in nuclear missiles. It is un-
certain how these nations will respond,
but I am confident that diplomacy and
engagement will have a much more
positive effect on our national security
than will expanding the defense budget.

I urge this body to consider its role
in developing not only national policy
but also international relations, and to
realize that as a global leader we have
a role in not only preparing for war,
but also in promoting peace.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. RYUN), a member of the
committee.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Madam Chair-
man, I want to thank the chairman and
ranking member of the committee for
their hard work on this bill.

Madam Chairman, this Congress is
still experiencing the pain of a tremen-
dous tragedy. America’s military per-
sonnel and their families will be called
on to make even greater sacrifices to
protect the freedoms of our Nation. Un-
fortunately, for too many years they
have been called on to do more with
less.

Now, more than ever before, we real-
ize our presence represents a stabi-
lizing force to countries around the
globe. With the pace of deployments
likely to increase, the Committee on
Armed Services has appropriately con-
centrated on enhancing quality-of-life
issues in support of our deserving per-
sonnel.

I support H.R. 2586, the Fiscal Year
2002 National Defense Authorization
Act, because it directly addresses the
quality-of-life problems today’s service
members are experiencing. In total, the
bill authorizes $343 billion for defense
spending in 2002. Of the $33 billion in-
crease from last year, military health
care receives a 54 percent increase in
funding. Clearly, this is one of the larg-
est given in this critical area in many
years.

It is a well-known adage in the mili-
tary that you recruit soldiers and you
retain families. Quality of life is essen-
tial in recruiting and retaining quality
personnel. If we are serious about re-
solving the attrition problem, we must
continue to focus on the quality of
health care for the entire family. That
is why I wanted to eliminate a burden-
some requirement experienced by mili-
tary spouses in maternity-related care.

I believe that service members
should not have to worry about admin-
istrative health care problems their
families may suffer. It detracts from
their focus on their work, when their
work demands total attention to pro-
tect our Nation. This bill appropriately
calls on the Pentagon to make some
changes. They are required to report on
how they are operating under recent
changes made in this aspect of bene-
ficiary health care.

Congress must move ahead to remove
the pressures felt by America’s mili-
tary personnel who put their lives on
the line every day to protect America’s
freedom. H.R. 2586 makes great strides
in adequately addressing pay, housing,
and health care for our soldiers, sailors
and Marines. I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes’’ on this very important
piece of legislation.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman,
may I make an inquiry of the time we
have remaining?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) has 331⁄2
minutes remaining, and the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP) has 29 min-
utes remaining.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER).

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Chair-
man, I appreciate the gentleman’s
courtesy in yielding me this time.

As the Nation’s eyes turn towards
what we can do to protect our citizens
from these horrible actions of terrorist
violence, it would be sad, in an era of
unprecedented increase in military
spending, if we did not also do every-
thing we could to save the lives and
health of innocent Americans.

Sadly, as the committee has recog-
nized, the landscape across this coun-
try is still littered with the explosive
residue from years of military testing,
storage, unexploded ordnance and
other toxins that have taken the lives
of adults and children and threatened
the health of Americans across the
country, including right here in Wash-
ington, D.C.

I wish to thank the chairman and
ranking member for the committee’s
action to do something about this im-
portant problem of unexploded ord-
nance. I appreciate the committee’s in-
cluding the most important provision
of this legislation, which the gen-
tleman from Alabama (Mr. RILEY) and
I have introduced to deal with this
problem that is not theoretical and
touches every congressional district,
and that is to inventory the sites and
provide a program for their
prioritization.

We are going to have to address the
problem of unexploded ordnance at
some time. The current rate of cleanup
will take hundreds, some have even es-
timated it may take as many as a
thousand, years. That is unacceptable.
Sooner is better for the environment,
for our citizens, and for the taxpayers.
I hope that this last week’s tragic inci-
dent will strengthen our resolve to do
everything we can to make our citizens
safe in every way possible.

Unexploded ordnance, also known as UXO,
is the bombs and shells that did not go off as
intended and are subsequently buried or litter
the landscape. Our bill, the Ordnance and Ex-
plosives Risk Management Act (H.R. 2605),
lays out policy guidelines to address this prob-
lem.
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Section 311 of the Committee bill calls for

an inventory of explosive risk sites at former
military ranges. It requires DOD to complete
and annually update the inventory that is al-
ready begun and establishes criteria for site
prioritization among UXO sites.

I want to clarify the purpose of this
prioritization requirement. It requires the De-
partment of Defense to develop much more
detailed information on the nature and extent
of the unexploded ordnance problem that it
has compiled to date. Recent GAO reports
have concluded that the Department of De-
fense does not have a complete inventory of
current and former training ranges, and that
DOD may have overlooked as many as 200
former training ranges in compiling a survey of
Formerly Used Defense Sites for the Senate
Armed Services Committee. Thus, DOD has
likely significantly underestimated the scope of
the unexploded ordnance problem. In addition
to woefully incomplete information on the
scope of this problem. DOD has not been able
to provide much information on the urgency of
cleaning up the many sites that have been
identified.

Some have expressed concern to me that
the prioritization requirements of the new sec-
tion 2710 (which is added to Chapter 160 of
title 10, United States code) may preempt
states’ regulatory authority. That certainly is
not the case. I want to emphasize that these
requirements are simply intended to generate
information on the relative urgency of nec-
essary response actions at and within different
ranges. These provisions are not intended to
impair or alter, or diminish any existing federal
or state authorities to establish requirements
for investigating and responding to ordnance
contamination.

Madam Chairman, I am pleased to note that
the Senate is addressing similar issues to this
inventory requirement regarding UXO in its
version of the FY02 Defense Authorization.
We in the House of Representatives look for-
ward to combining and improving the lan-
guage in conference in pursuit of what appear
to be our common objectives.

It is difficult to find a Congressional district
that does not have a UXO problem: over
1,000 formerly-used defense sites (FUDS) are
known or suspected to be contaminated with
it. They are located from extremely remote
areas in Alaska to dense urban environments
such as the Spring Valley neighborhood in
Washington, DC.

Many of these sites are located in already
heavily populated urban areas bordered by
housing developments, schools, and parks.
Much of this land is otherwise highly desirable,
yet its use is restricted due to UXO contami-
nation. At least 65 people have been killed in
this country by accidents with UXO, most of
them since World War II.

This inventory requirement is going to en-
able us to begin to learn more about the
scope of the UXO problem and provide what
is needed for our families to be safe, healthy,
and economically secure.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. SIMMONS), a member
of the committee.

(Mr. SIMMONS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SIMMONS. Madam Chairman, I
rise today in strong support of this leg-

islation; and I commend the chairman,
the ranking member, and the staff for
their excellent work on this bill.

The past week has been one of tre-
mendous challenge for this Nation and
for this Congress; and as we stand here
today, thousands and thousands of
Americans in uniform are moving by
land, sea and air to take part in what
may be a long and difficult campaign
against a vicious enemy. It is with
great seriousness and bipartisanship
that we work here today.

When I served as a young lieutenant
in Vietnam, America was divided on
the war. This made the war particu-
larly difficult for me and for my gen-
eration. Today, I hope we stand with
strong bipartisan support for this de-
fense authorization bill. It is my hope
that this bipartisanship will continue
as we deploy the men and women of our
armed services to defend our citizens,
our interests, and our values both here
at home and abroad. They deserve our
unanimous support, and they certainly
have mine.

The Second District of Connecticut is home
to the Naval Submarine Base at New Lon-
don—the proud home to nearly 10,000 military
families and civilians who maintain and sup-
port 21 fast attack submarines within Sub-
marine Group Two. The quality of life improve-
ments in this bill have a major affect to many
of these hardworking people in the community
I have the privilege of representing.

Our men and women in the military and
their families are this bill’s primary focus. The
pay raise, the highest single increase since
1982, is a critical element towards improving
retention, morale, recruitment, and quality of
life. Each day there are thousands of men and
women who get up and put on a uniform and
serve their country abroad or on the seas.
They guard our shores, provide stability in un-
stable regions, provide security to our allies,
and deter our adversaries. These patriots
have not experienced the years of prosperity
in the same way that civilians have; this bill
makes a significant step overcoming this dis-
parity.

At the end of this month the Department of
Defense will report the Quadrennial Defense
Review to Congress outlining the findings of
numerous reviews and studies it has con-
ducted over the past months. This is expected
to highlight the efforts of this administration to
transform our military to meet the threats of
the present day and those of the future.
Madam Chairman, I was pleased that the
President’s budget and this bill already con-
tains a significant step towards transforming
our military to better meet the needs of the fu-
ture, and it does so in a cost efficient manner
through the Trident Submarine Conversion
program.

Taking a Trident Ballistic Missile Submarine
and converting it into a Guide Missile Sub-
marine with 154 Tomahawk Cruise missiles is
transformational. It provides the United States
with a massive, stealthy, long-range knock-
the-door-down capability, equal to 70% of the
firepower of a carrier task force. A Guided
Missile Submarine, an SSGN, could be
manned by a crew of 120 compared to 7000
for carrier task force. The cost savings in per-
sonnel and in operations and maintenance is
clear. This bill funds the conversion of two of

the four Tridents currently requiring refueling
and sets the course for the conversion of the
remaining two. Let us now complete this trans-
formational initiative.

Finally, I am especially pleased that this bill
addresses one of my priorities—solving the
problem of American soldiers on food stamps.
Last year’s targeted sustenance benefit and
this year’s large pay increase will make great
strides toward reducing the numbers of our
soldiers on food stamps. In addition, the bill
continues to reduce out-of-pocket housing
costs by increasing housing allowances to
cover 88.7% of housing costs. Military families
will therefore not be overburdened by the high
cost of opting to live in off-base housing—at a
time when DOD itself has deemed that 60% of
the military family housing units it maintains
are ‘‘substandard.’’

While the bill will reduce the need for sol-
diers to use the food stamp program, I am es-
pecially pleased that the bill includes language
that will work to prevent soldiers from going on
food stamps in the future. This bill directs the
services to examine and evaluate their finan-
cial management training and supplementary
programs to prevent financial mismanage-
ment—a condition that not only can lead to
military personnel needing food stamps, but
also leads to marriage and family dissolution,
service separation, and professional decline.
At a time when personal bankruptcy filings are
at near-record levels, I believe this is a smart,
pro-active rather than reactive approach to
meet the needs of our service men and
women.

I thank the chairman of the Subcommittee
on Military Personnel, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MCHUGH) and the ranking
member, the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr.
ABERCROMBIE), and the subcommittee staff for
their assistance on the food stamp and finan-
cial management issues. I commend the chair-
man, the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP)
the ranking member, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON) and the committee staff
for putting together this legislation, and look
forward to working with you in the future on
these important issues.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

Air Force Colonel John Boyd, per-
haps our Nation’s greatest military
strategist, once said, ‘‘Machines don’t
fight wars, people do, and they use
their minds.’’ Last week, a group of
terrorists shattered all of our estab-
lished notions of warfare, comman-
deering four of this country’s own com-
mercial airlines and utilizing them as
weapons that wrought catastrophic
damages on two of our major cities.
Yet today, we gather to debate a de-
fense bill oriented towards the type of
war fought in past generations.

The tactics the perpetrators em-
ployed, fourth-generation warfare, are
vastly different from traditional modes
of battles. They are unorthodox and ir-
regular, as likely to be carried out by
non-state actors as nation states. They
seek to create chaos by attacking peo-
ple, cultures, and institutions rather
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than militaries. They have been in de-
velopment for years, and on September
11th they became impossible to ignore.

The bill we debate here today allo-
cates $343 billion for the defense of our
Nation. Will the expenditure of this
money protect our Nation from the
type of attack we faced last Tuesday?
That is a key question. Will the 13 F–
22s we will buy next year for $4 billion
have been able to prevent the hijacking
of these four airliners? What of the role
of the 55-ton Howitzer the Army is re-
questing $500 million for? What of the
role of the Land Attack Missile De-
stroyer? What about the ballistic mis-
sile defense system, the development of
which to date has consumed over $60
billion of taxpayer money?

Will any of this equipment help pre-
vent or counter the next attack
against our Nation? Will this equip-
ment, for instance, be of any use
against a suitcase bomb, which uses
conventional explosives to distribute
nuclear waste products?

Our military establishment seeks $33
billion more than last year, the largest
defense increase since the Cold War, for
a total budget as large as the next 15
defense budgets combined, in order to
leap ahead into the future. But this
leap-ahead technology is rooted deeply
in the past. Our current force is more
than adequate at dealing with conven-
tional battlefield threats. What we
lack is the ability to deal with this new
sort of warfare.

We need, then, a new set of principles
to form the backbone of an efficient
and effective national defense.

b 1400

First, we need a force that is capable
to adapt to changing circumstances, a
force that is comfortable and capable
countering a terrorist infiltration as
an invading army. To accomplish this
we need accurate and comprehensive
information upon which to base our de-
cisions. This includes information
about ourselves, our systems, our cur-
rent capabilities, our expenditures, as
well as our potential enemies.

Finally, borrowing from Colonel
Boyd, we need to acknowledge that our
people, not our machines, are our most
important assets.

The Pentagon, for example, in this
context has never passed an inde-
pendent audit, cannot properly docu-
ment trillions of dollars in accounting
entries, cannot account for all of its
equipment, overpays its contractors
and uses unrealistic assumptions in all
aspects of planning, according to audit
agencies.

We have the opportunity to construct
an efficient and versatile force oriented
towards the diverse threats facing our
Nation, one that exploits the ability of
a talented officer and enlisted corps
and utilizes machines as their tools.
But our Nation has much work to do
before we complete that task, and we
are in a position to accomplish it.

Madam Chairman, I want to thank
the ranking member and also the Chair

for this opportunity. I know they are
trying to do what is best for this coun-
try. We have a lot more work to do.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. KIRK).

Mr. KIRK. Madam Chairman, more
Americans died last Tuesday than in
our Revolutionary War. Therefore, I
strongly support this bill and commend
the chairman, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. STUMP), and our ranking mi-
nority member, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), for their excel-
lent bipartisan work on this national
defense measure.

As a Reserve Naval intelligence offi-
cer and a new member of the com-
mittee, I strongly support almost all of
the provisions of this bill. I would espe-
cially like to thank the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP), the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY), the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMAS),
the gentleman from California (Mr.
DREIER), the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON) for their support for my
amendment, which would allow polling
places to be established on military in-
stallations.

The Kirk-Langevin amendment
would clarify an arcane statute that
outlaws ‘‘military presence at voting
facilities,’’ hence, allowing the Depart-
ment of Defense 1999 memo to prohibit
establishing polling places on military
installations. The section of the U.S.
Code that our amendment seeks to re-
peal was enacted in 1865 in response to
irregularities during the 1863 elections
involving Union troops at polling
places in Maryland and Delaware. Vot-
ers in some States were reportedly
asked to take an oath of loyalty to the
Union before voting with Union sol-
diers preventing others from voting.

At the time the law was enacted, it
was an appropriate response to these
irregularities. However, the 1999 DOD
interpretation of the statute makes
voting for our men and women in uni-
form very difficult.

When the DOD issued a directive to
base commanders instructing that poll-
ing places should not be located on
military installations, it has forced ex-
isting polling places to be relocated.
According to the CRS, an April 2000
survey of State election officials iden-
tified at least 20 jurisdictions that have
lost polling places and others that were
vulnerable. Some of those polling
places had been used for at least 15
years. It is time to let State and coun-
ty officials decide to choose the con-
venient places for our people to exer-
cise the franchise granted by the Con-
stitution.

Our amendment is to clarify this ar-
cane law, making voting more acces-
sible to our men and women in uni-
form. I thank my colleagues and I
thank them for including this in the en
bloc amendment and urge support for
this legislation.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. HOEFFEL).

Mr. HOEFFEL. Madam Chairman, I
rise in support of this bill and in strong
support of the Tauscher amendment
that will be offered later today as part
of an en bloc amendment that would
require a Presidential strategic plan
dealing with nonproliferation issues re-
garding Russia.

Clearly, the unstable situation in
Russia and the uncertainty about the
future of her nuclear weaponry and
technology requires this kind of stra-
tegic plan to be performed. It is very
appropriate that the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. TAUSCHER) offer
this amendment to the defense author-
ization bill. I wanted to speak in strong
support of it.

I also want to bring to the attention
of the House that we have passed in the
State authorization bill a similar pro-
posal that I offered that would require
a 5-year strategic plan to be done on
our arms control and non-proliferation
strategies in general. It is important
that we pay close attention to these
challenges, that we require both the
State Department and, in this case, the
Department of Defense to do this sort
of planning under Presidential direc-
tion, and that we get our national se-
curity team and agencies to work to-
gether to deal with nonproliferation
issues, with arms control matters.

Madam Chairman, I compliment the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
TAUSCHER) for bringing this matter to
the attention of the House. I urge sup-
port for her amendment and the close
attention to be paid to the future of
proliferation issues. The events of last
week bring home as clearly as possible
the need for us to pay attention to
keeping the nuclear weaponry, tech-
nology and information out of the
hands of terrorists. This sort of stra-
tegic planning is the way to do it. I ask
for support of the Tauscher amend-
ment.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. KOLBE).

Mr. KOLBE. Madam Chairman, I con-
gratulate the chairman and the rank-
ing member for a good bipartisan bill.
I rise in strong support of it.

Madam Chairman, I come to the floor
today to discuss an inequity in the
treatment of Americans who helped to
win the Cold War. Unfortunately, an
amendment that I would have offered
to this bill was not made in order.

This same bill last year included the
Energy Employees Occupational Illness
Compensation Program Act of 2000.
This act provides compensation to em-
ployees and survivors of employees suf-
fering from illnesses incurred from ex-
posure to beryllium in the performance
of duty in America’s nuclear weapons
program.

Beryllium is a metal with structural
and atomic characteristics that make
it irreplaceable for many nuclear-re-
lated uses. Inhalation of beryllium
dust, even at very low concentrations,
can cause cancer and chronic beryllium
disease, which gradually destroys lung
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function many years after exposure.
Thousands of workers involved in pro-
ducing nuclear weapons, materials and
components have suffered disability
and horrible deaths.

Although beryllium has numerous
commercial applications, the Depart-
ments of Energy and Defense have been
the largest users. In the construction
of our strategic nuclear arsenal, the
Department of Energy had responsi-
bility for the nuclear device, that is,
the weapon, while the Department of
Defense had responsibility for the de-
livery system, the missile, and the in-
ertial guidance system which would de-
liver the device to target.

Congress has recognized its responsi-
bility and determined that we are re-
sponsible in accordance with the En-
ergy Employees Occupational Illness
Compensation Program Act.

Although it was passed with the best
of intentions, the act is a travesty be-
cause it is not equitable. It applies
only to the DOE. A worker with the
exact same condition developed under
the exact same circumstances but who
worked for the Department of Defense
is not covered. Why should one Depart-
ment of the Government have different
responsibilities and liabilities than an-
other Department?

If the Department of Energy has a re-
sponsibility to compensate its workers,
then under the same circumstances the
Department of Defense should have the
same responsibility. I would not seek
to greatly expand the scope of the En-
ergy Employees Occupational Illness
Compensation Program Act, but I in-
sist that those people working for the
Department of Defense under the same
relationship and same conditions as
those working for the Department of
Energy receive the same benefit.

This inequitable treatment of people
who did work on behalf of our national
security must be addressed. These citi-
zens who work on our national weapons
program helped to win the Cold War,
and they should not be punished un-
fairly only because they worked for one
agency instead of another. I do not in-
tend to give up on this matter. I and
the people who are suffering from this
disease are anxiously awaiting the De-
partment of Defense’s report on this
subject, which is inexplicably late; and
I will continue to pursue a legislative
remedy for this injustice.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR).

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Madam
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for
yielding me this time.

Madam Chairman, last Tuesday was
a tragic reminder of what a dangerous
place this world is. It is also a tragic
reminder of how dangerous the world is
not only for the men and women in
uniform, but the people they protect.
Last Tuesday, we did not do our job as
well as we should have. The fact that
any American died means that we have
to do better.

This bill will address a lot of our Na-
tion’s needs, but it also leaves some

things unattended. I regret to say this
year’s shipbuilding budget will lead to
a Navy that is 210 ships in the very
near future. That is inadequate. Maybe
what happened on Tuesday will cause
us to rethink that, and I hope so. I had
the assurance 2 weeks ago from the
Secretary of the Navy that he will try
to do better. Unfortunately, he told me
next year’s budget does not look any
better than this year’s budget for ship-
building.

Earlier I told my colleagues that de-
fense was more important than tax
breaks. I will say it again. Defending
this Nation is more important than tax
breaks. Having served in both State
and local government, I can tell my
colleagues that the States and cities
can do almost everything; but they
cannot defend the Nation. That is our
job.

Madam Chairman, it is also equally
important, as we are asking young peo-
ple to put their lives on the line for our
Nation, that we keep our promise to
those people who have already served
our Nation. One of the promises made
to them was a lifetime of health care.
Part of that was answered last year.
This House, interestingly enough by
over 400 votes, voted to allow our mili-
tary retirees to continue using the base
hospitals and to have their Medicare
taxes, the taxes they pay just like
every other person in America, be used
to reimburse that base hospital for
their care to ensure that promise was
kept.

Over half of our Nation’s military re-
tirees live close to a military base, and
the overwhelming preponderance of
them did so so they could use the base
hospital. Unfortunately, language was
changed in conference last year that
instead of saying they must do this, al-
lowed Medicare and the Department of
Defense health care system to reach an
agreement. For 3 months under the
Clinton administration and for 8
months under the Bush administration,
neither HCFA nor the DOD have
reached that agreement and now talks
have broken off.

So on October 1, military retirees
who walk into a base hospital will be
turned away. Many have been going to
those base hospitals since they were 18
years old. They like being called colo-
nel or chief. They earned those titles.
They want to go to the base hospital
because that has been their family for
20 to 40 years of their life.

Madam Chairman, I have gone before
the Committee on Rules with the same
amendment that over 400 of my col-
leagues voted for last year. It is a very
simple premise. It would allow our Na-
tion’s military retirees who pay Medi-
care taxes, just like every other Amer-
ican, to take their Medicare benefits to
a base hospital.

Unfortunately, thus far the Com-
mittee on Rules has not made that
amendment in order. I am here pub-
licly to ask my colleagues, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.

STUMP), I have met with the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT), the rank-
ing members on both sides of the Com-
mittee on Rules, let us make that
amendment in order before we ask one
more kid to serve their country with
promises of doing good things for them.
Let us keep the promises that we have
made. Those promises have been made.
Those promises were in the recruiting
manuals all of the way up until 1991. It
is the right thing to do. It can take an
otherwise good bill and make it into a
great bill. I think it is a very simple re-
quest.

Madam Chairman, I hope that re-
quest is fulfilled. I hope I do not have
to cause mischief to get that amend-
ment made in order.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. BUYER).

Mr. BUYER. Madam Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. STUMP) and the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) for a job well
done on the bill.

The President, as we all know, is
coming here tonight to address not
only a joint session, but the American
people, to describe not only his mission
in the war on terrorism, but also how
he will help stabilize and stimulate our
economy and how sacrifice must be of
a higher priority than personal incon-
venience.

This is the first war of the 21st cen-
tury, and it is nothing like anything
we have ever faced. The enemy flies no
flag, has no boundaries, and often goes
unseen. We call it the asymmetrical
threat; but this is one that is not sub-
ject to the traditional calculus of de-
terrence, which means that we also in
this bill, and I am sure as we go to con-
ference, will have to address the intel-
ligence side of the House, not only by
my colleagues’ cooperation as an au-
thorizing committee, but also with the
appropriators to make sure that not
only the intelligence community of our
CIA but the military intelligence com-
munity is strengthened.

I thank on behalf of the Guard and
Reserve Caucus, the gentleman from
Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR) and myself,
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON), and the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. STUMP), for allowing us to
play a part in the bill. I am pleased
that the bill provides $807 million, $192
million more than the President’s re-
quest for facilities enhancements to
improve training and readiness for the
Guard and Reserves.

Congress has worked hard in the past
to close the procurement gap between
the active and reserve components to
ensure seamless integration of equip-
ment and compatibility.

b 1415

That modernization of those reserve
components is highlighted by the call-
up that is happening right now. We
cannot go to remote places of the world
without relying upon the Guard and
Reserve. We need their air assets to
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build the air train, for the lift to get us
to where we need to be.

As this bill supports them, I want to
thank the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON) and members of the
committee on both sides of the aisle
and the chairman for a job well done in
this bill. Please support this defense
bill.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Chairman, last year in the
bill that related to the Department of
Defense, there was a provision that re-
quired the General Accounting Office,
the GAO, to examine the Federal Gov-
ernment’s progress in its effort to com-
bat terrorism. As of today, the GAO is
making its findings public.

First, let me point out that for quite
some time, we have been in a quiet war
against terrorism. Nothing has hap-
pened here on our soil. And as of Sep-
tember 11, the difference is now that
everyone knows it. This report, which
was well in the works before the hor-
rific attacks on September 11, under-
scores our need to dedicate more atten-
tion to protecting Americans by com-
bating terrorism.

This report is entitled ‘‘Combatting
Terrorism: Progress Made, but Execu-
tive Direction Needed to Address
Evolving Challenges.’’

The report concludes that while
progress has been made, much remains
to be done to establish overall leader-
ship and coordination at the oper-
ational level and to implement a com-
prehensive national strategy. The re-
port recommends the establishment of
a single focal point for overall coordi-
nation and leadership and calls on the
President to appoint a person to be re-
sponsible for threat assessments, strat-
egy, budgeting, and oversight. The
study further suggests the need for
greater consolidation of Federal pro-
grams designed to assist State and
local governments such as those man-
aged by the Department of Justice and
the Federal Emergency Management
Agency.

This report, though it cannot be of
help because of the September 11 acts
that occurred, hopefully will be of help
in the days and years ahead.

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. FORBES).

Mr. FORBES. Madam Chairman, I
rise in strong support of the National
Defense Authorization Act. In the com-
ing days, we will see a strong dem-
onstration of America’s military
might. But as our military responds to
Tuesday’s tragic events, keep in mind
that this is a military that has faced a
decade of high tempo of operations,
armed with declining numbers of per-
sonnel and decreased funding. This
other battle, the battle to maintain
readiness, has degraded America’s se-
curity by encouraging the attrition of
some of its most talented personnel.

Now more than ever, we need to sup-
port our service personnel, the true
power behind America’s military
might.

We must give our soldiers, sailors,
airmen and marines modern weaponry
with which to keep American interests
secure. We must support shipbuilding,
aircraft procurement, homeland de-
fense, and research and development.
We must support the National Defense
Authorization Act if we want to ensure
that America will be able to respond to
aggression, today and tomorrow. The
National Defense Authorization Act
addresses the urgent need to rebuild
the U.S. military. I urge my fellow
Members to support this balanced
measure.

I thank the chairman and the rank-
ing member for their hard work and
dedication to this legislation.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN).

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing me this time.

One of the more revealing elements
of the approach undertaken by Osama
bin Laden and his terrorist network is
the importance of lengthy preparation,
meticulous planning and guerilla war-
fare. However, it is not guerilla warfare
in the traditional sense. As the bar-
baric attacks of September 11 clearly
demonstrated, anything and every-
thing is possible. In the minds of these
terrorists, anything and everything is
justified. Thus, the U.S. must be pre-
pared on every front to confront and
eradicate such an enemy.

This bill seeks to accomplish just
that. The U.S. and democratic prin-
ciples triumphed over tyranny and
communism during the Cold War by
following the tenets of the landmark
document, NSC–68, and the doctrine of
peace through strength. We did simply
more than match capabilities; we over-
powered our adversaries through a pol-
icy firmly rooted in U.S. military supe-
riority and overwhelming strength.
The resources and the funding that we
allocate for the war against terrorism
must follow this precedent. We must
provide for a flexible, comprehensive,
and definitive response which includes
any and all options available to the
U.S.

As Thomas Jefferson wrote in 1788,
‘‘War requires every resource.’’ Let us
not gamble with the safety and secu-
rity of the American people. Let us
once again demonstrate congressional
resolve. Let us render our full support
to this important legislation.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. HAYES), a member
of the committee.

Mr. HAYES. Madam Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. STUMP) and the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) for their abso-
lutely tireless effort on the part of our
military, our men and women in uni-
form.

Madam Chairman, the tragic events
of September 11, 2001, have thrust our
Nation’s military into the spotlight
and called to duty the brave men and
women of the U.S. Armed Forces. Once
again, U.S. citizens are rallying behind
them in strong support of the
harrowing mission they have been
called upon to do. We in Congress just
passed a $40 billion funding bill, half of
which will be devoted to our military.
This financial support, devoted to our
national security, is long in coming. I
am proud to say that as a member of
the House Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, this legislation that we passed in
August took the first step in rebuilding
our military after almost a decade of
decay and neglect.

The bill in front of us today marks
the most significant increase to the de-
fense budget since the mid-1980s. It is
targeted at two of the most critical
areas crucial to maintaining a healthy
and robust military: quality of life and
readiness. For the soldiers in my dis-
trict at Fort Bragg, North Carolina,
the ability to adequately care for their
families and train for the mission for
which they are called are the two
issues that are second to none. I be-
lieve this legislation makes significant
progress in these areas. Furthermore,
this bill supports the President’s mis-
sile defense program and ensures a nec-
essary and realistic testing program.

Madam Chairman, it is gross injus-
tice and misfortune that it took the
tragedy of a week ago to focus the pub-
lic eye on the need for a more robust
defense budget. I feel the legislation in
front of us today takes that important
first step and sets a clear and strong
course to rebuild our Nation’s defenses.
I urge my colleagues to send a mes-
sage, loud and clear, to our soldiers,
sailors and airmen that we will strong-
ly support them and give them the re-
sources necessary to perform the mis-
sion at hand.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. FLAKE).

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, I
wanted to briefly speak about an
amendment that I had planned to offer.
My amendment would have removed
language added by the Committee on
Armed Services regarding the B–1
bomber fleet. It is my understanding
that an agreement has been worked out
with the administration and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services that had
raised concerns over reducing and con-
solidating the B–1 fleet. I understand
that this is going to be worked out in
conference.

It is my concern that we fight to-
day’s wars, not yesterday’s wars. I be-
lieve that this agreement is going to be
satisfactory. I just want to state for
the record that modernizing the B–1
fleet is very important. I would strong-
ly encourage the two parties to revisit
the issue in conference.

Mr. HUNTER. Madam Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLAKE. I yield to the gentleman
from California.
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Mr. HUNTER. Madam Chairman, I

just want to add my thoughts on the B–
1 fleet, the idea that we have been so
short of money the last several years
that we have been like a farmer who
has three hay balers and he cannot af-
ford to keep all three of them running,
so he starts cannibalizing parts off one
of them just so he can keep the other
two in operation. That is not the way
to run a military, but that is the way
we have been forced to run part of our
B–1 fleet.

And so the idea was to save money,
we would cut down that fleet, coming
down from the nineties to the sixties,
and basically do away with those oper-
ations of some 30-some aircraft. That
would take out of operation one of our
fine assets, our most recently built
bombers beyond the few B–2s that we
have built, something that has got
long-range capability. In fact, those
packages may be utilized in upcoming
air operations.

My own thoughts are that it is wise
for us to spend the money that it takes
for the spare parts and the operational
support to keep the entire B–1 fleet in
the air and operational. I think that
makes sense. I think that is where the
gentleman was going with his amend-
ment.

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman.
Yes, I want a discussion in conference
and want to make sure that we do not
foreclose on any option by the adminis-
tration.

Mr. HUNTER. Let me just say I
would be happy to work with the gen-
tleman, with Democrat and Republican
Members, and with the administration,
to try to persuade them that keeping
all our bombers in the air is the way to
go.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER).

Mr. HUNTER. Madam Chairman, I
would like to talk with the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) who is an
expert on the B–2 fleet.

I still think that most Americans do
not realize what we have done with
that capability, because I just left the
buildings in San Diego where, during
World War II, we built bombers at a
rate that was remarkable. We built a
bomber aircraft per hour. That meant
that in 1 day, in 24 hours, we would
build more aircraft than we have in the
entire B–2 fleet. And in some cases, in
missions in Europe and other places,
we lost more than that many planes in
a day. Yet the B–2 fleet, because it has
the ability to avoid and evade enemy
radar and, therefore, the ability to pen-
etrate into an enemy’s airspace di-
rectly over target, coupled with preci-
sion munitions, where instead of drop-
ping a giant payload of hundreds of
bombs on a bridge or another asset,
you send one precision-targeted muni-
tion into that one strut on that bridge
and bring it down, that capability, that
precision munitions, coupled with
stealth that we have with B–2, has
made us very effective.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUNTER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. SKELTON. As the gentleman
knows, the B–2 fleet from Whiteman
Air Force Base, which is in west cen-
tral Missouri, did remarkable work
during the Kosovo conflict. The preci-
sion ammunition that it used was the
best effort in the history of aerial war-
fare. In this bill, we are working to-
wards smaller precision-type ammuni-
tion, bombs, and I think that is a
major step.

I also think that, regarding the B–2
fleet, we need certain upgrades to
make sure that we stay ahead of all the
technology so that, even more so, they
will be stealthy. They are a first-class
instrument of national defense. The B–
2 fleet, as the gentleman knows, is so
very, very important to our future. We
must in our capacity as lawmakers and
members of this committee make sure
that the upgrades that are necessary
for future technical advancement are
bought and paid for.

On a related item, I might tell the
gentleman from California that not
long ago I was talking with a marine
captain who had just relinquished his
command as a company commander. I
was asking him about his experience.
He, of course, being a marine all the
way through, was very proud of his
service as commander of that company.
But he did remark, ‘‘We didn’t have
enough ammunition to train properly.’’

The gentleman from California has
done yeoman’s work in the area. We
need, I think, to do more in the area of
ammunition. I know full well that I
join him in that effort.

b 1430

Mr. HUNTER. Madam Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON); and you know, we are
working with the administration right
now, and I know he joins this effort to
try to make sure that this package
that is being worked up now through
the Pentagon includes a lot of ammo,
not only for Marines but for the Army.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I want to take this opportunity to
thank the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON), the ranking member,
for all his help this past year. This is
our first bill. It has been a joy to work
it. He has been the epitome of a gen-
tleman, and I thank the gentleman, my
friend, for all his hard work. Few peo-
ple are more diligent when it comes to
the defense of this country than the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), and I commend him again.

I have no further speakers, Madam
Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman
from Missouri yield time?

Mr. SKELTON. How much time do I
have remaining, Madam Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) has 201⁄2
minutes. The gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. STUMP) has 10 minutes.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
have one additional speaker who has a
proposed colloquy with me, and I would
like to wait a moment for that.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. CUNNINGHAM), a mem-
ber of the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Madam Chair-
man, the defense bill has been ne-
glected for a long period of time, not
necessarily by appropriations or even
authorization, but by the utilization of
our Armed Forces without replenishing
those forces. It has prevented mod-
ernization in many areas.

I also serve on the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence; and if we
think about the depreciation of our
personnel, of our equipment and every
rock we turn over, whether it is parts,
whether it is training, whether it is
ship repair, there is a deficiency.

I would like for everyone to think
also, because authorization goes to ap-
propriations and under the appropria-
tions cycle we fund the intelligence
committees; but every time we had one
of those 124 deployments, our intel-
ligence agencies were forced to with-
draw from their budget as well and not
modernize both in the HUMINT, ELINT
and areas in which they need to protect
us from terrorism as well as national
security from other sources.

I laud the gentlemen on both sides.
One of my favorite Members here in
Congress is the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), a direct descend-
ant of Daniel Boone; and he believes in
defense, as does the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. STUMP), the chairman, on
our side of the aisle.

It is important now that the Nation
realize just how far deficient that our
Armed Forces are and our intelligence
service; and if we are going to do an
adequate job of protecting this coun-
try, then this must be just a start.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
would take this opportunity to thank
my friend, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CUNNINGHAM) for his very
kind and generous remarks.

Madam Chairman, I yield 5 minutes
to the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. FRANK).

Mr. FRANK. Madam Chairman, I ap-
preciate the time from the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), and I
want to pay my deep respects to him
and to the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. STUMP), the Chair, and to the oth-
ers.

Let me just say parenthetically, I
think we here all enormously enjoy
this job almost all the time, but this is
such a grave time that I think none of
us feel confident that we are fully ade-
quate to these terrible decisions and we
are all doing our best; and I particu-
larly admire those who have the re-
sponsibility for national security, espe-
cially because from what I have
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learned from our ranking member and
others, there was a genuine effort to
work together.

We understand that the kind of dif-
ferences of opinion we have among our-
selves do not mean a lack of national
unity, but we also understand the im-
portance of international perception,
and we all carry with us a commitment
to make sure that none of this mur-
derous gang that has launched a war on
innocent people here get any comfort
from our debates; and indeed, I think
and I understand this, there will be less
of a debate in this particular bill over
one very controversial issue, national
missile defense, than there might oth-
erwise have been and there will be
some day.

While many regret that, I think that
is an appropriate choice, and I com-
mend the leadership on both sides for
acknowledging that because we do run
the risk that the people who do not un-
derstand that democracy is a strength
and not a weakness might temporarily
be emboldened by that. So many of us
do note that we are supportive of a de-
cision to forgo a all-out debate at this
point, not because this is not an impor-
tant issue, but because there will be
another and better time in which to do
it.

I do, however, want to stress one as-
pect of the missile defense question.
President Bush has very wide, virtually
unanimous support in this country in
fashioning a response to this terrorism,
which is based on his recognition that
it cannot be done without significant
international support. Just as a phys-
ical fact, given the location of Afghani-
stan, this, given all of the other prob-
lems we have with this far-flung net-
work of murderous assailants that we
confront, international cooperation is
very important.

I was particularly struck that former
President Bush made a point in a
speech in Boston about the need for us
to disavow any notion any might have
had that America can go it alone. This
reminds people why we need the rest of
the world.

One discordant note in this, however,
potentially, would be an American de-
cision unilaterally to withdraw from
the ABM treaty in the pursuit of na-
tional missile defense. Just as many of
us are today acquiescing in the deci-
sion not to have a full-fledged debate
on this issue, I hope the administra-
tion, in the interest of national unity
and in the interest of getting that
international supportive coalition that
is so critical to success, will not be on
the verge of or threatening to abdicate
a treaty which is so important.

Cooperation from Russia and from
the former Soviet states, Uzbekistan,
Tajikistan, Kazakhstan, et cetera, that
is very important. Cooperation with
China is important. It would be, I
think, a mistake if we were to make it
harder to get that necessary multilat-
eral cooperation by an excessive uni-
lateral approach to the question of the
antiballistic missile treaty.

Just as many of us are deferring our
views on the overall issue because we
do not want anyone outside this coun-
try to misunderstand, we do not want
anyone to misapprehend the degree of
unity and determination there is here
in America, we believe unanimously,
almost, certainly in this Congress, that
we have not only the right, but the
moral obligation, to use whatever
physical force is necessary to pursue
these murderers, because it is our obli-
gation as the nation of great strength,
to prevent them from trying striking
again and again and again.

But we need to do that with a full re-
spect to our own traditions. We need to
show our moral as well as our physical
superiority. Part of that has been cor-
rectly understood by the President of
the United States and by Secretary
Powell and others, a multilateral ap-
proach.

So, therefore, I hope very strongly
that nothing will be done in the area of
missile defense in this next few months
that would jeopardize the important
principles of multilateralism, of get-
ting maximum cooperation. It cannot
be a good policy for us completely to
disregard the views of others on that
one issue, when we are so eager to have
their cooperation; and we ought to
have their cooperation. We are asking
for something in the world’s interests,
as well as our own.

So, again, I want to thank the rank-
ing member, the Chair and others, for
the example they are setting of co-
operation.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON).

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Chairman, I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me time.

I want to respond to our colleague’s
comments. The gentleman raises a
valid point, and I want to acknowledge
the fact that many of our colleagues
who oppose missile defense are working
in a very constructive way to move for-
ward with this sense of unity; and we
appreciate that.

I want to assure the gentleman that
we are working together. In fact, on
Wednesday, a group of us will travel to
Moscow. We have been working for 2
months quietly behind the scenes with
the administration, both the Depart-
ment of Defense, the National Security
Council and the White House, to put
together a major package, the most
comprehensive package ever, to engage
Russia and its people in the area of the
environment, education, health care,
culture, agriculture, across-the-board,
with a component of that being de-
fense.

We are very sensitive to the gentle-
man’s comments that we do not want
to have this become an issue that be-
comes divisive. I share that feeling.
Even though we may disagree on mis-
sile defense, I share the gentleman’s

sentiments. And I know many of our
colleagues, like the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) and others, feel
the same way.

So we are using every ounce of en-
ergy to reach that compromise to work
together. There will be members of the
minority party on the trip. In fact, the
gentleman from New York (Mr. HIN-
CHEY) has agreed to go, the gentleman
from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE), the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS)
is looking at going with us.

We will have constructive discus-
sions. I want to assure our colleague,
the White House, the Defense Depart-
ment, and the State Department un-
derstand the gentleman’s comments.
We do not want to have this become a
split between us and Russia, and I want
to pledge my support to working every
possible way I can to make sure that
we do exactly what the gentleman has
asked us to do, and that is not box Rus-
sia out.

So I appreciate the gentleman’s com-
ments.

Mr. FRANK. Madam Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. I
yield to the gentleman from Massachu-
setts.

Mr. FRANK. Madam Chairman, given
the fact that the gentleman acknowl-
edges, yes, this is an area in which we
differ, I appreciate very much his com-
ments. And I hope that this will be
part of the signal that we set, that we
can maintain legitimate differences
within our democratic structure with-
out in any way endangering our unity.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Chairman, I thank the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
FRANK), for his comments on the need
for working together with other coun-
tries. One of the pole stars of this en-
tire effort against terrorism will be
that of building a coalition of countries
who desire and urge freedom for their
people. So I thank the gentleman for
pointing that out.

Madam Chairman, I yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
LARSON).

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam
Chairman, I want to join with those
who have come to this floor today to
express, first and foremost, the heart-
felt feelings that all of us on the com-
mittee have for the extraordinary lead-
ership on this committee, exemplified
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
STUMP) and the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON). Truly in this hour
of need for our country and throughout
their service on this committee, they
have always put America first.

The help that I have received in put-
ting forward legislation from people
like the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. WELDON) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER) and working
with the gentleman from Mississippi
(Mr. TAYLOR) and the gentleman from
Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE), makes this
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committee, makes this Chamber, espe-
cially during this hour of crisis, that
much more significant, that much
more important. To see the debate that
just transpired between two colleagues
lets the American people know how
strong and firm and committed we re-
main.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER).

Mr. HUNTER. Madam Chairman, I
just want to mention that with respect
to the ranking member who was just
talking about the need for a bilateral
policy and working with our allies, ob-
viously that system has now been ener-
gized, in light of the strike on the
United States.

I think one other aspect of missile
defense has been addressed by that, be-
cause one of the arguments of the Bush
Administration to the Russians has
been that while we did sign the ABM
agreement with them and we promised
not to defend ourselves against incom-
ing missiles and they did the same
thing with respect to the United
States, our argument has been that
this world is a very dangerous place ex-
ternal to that relationship between the
Russians and the United States; that
there are other states out there that
would attack the United States that
we should be worried about and who
are developing missiles and developing
those systems that could harm us.

b 1445

I think that this strike on the United
States has given a great deal of credi-
bility to this message that we have
been sending to the Russians, that we
have not only a real threat, but we
have obviously the supreme national
interest of defending ourselves against
that threat. I think there is going to be
a new tone taken by the Russians post-
strike.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
SANCHEZ) for the purposes of a col-
loquy.

Ms. SANCHEZ. Madam Chairman, I
rise to engage the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), the distinguished
ranking member of the committee, on
an issue that directly impacts my dis-
trict.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, if
the gentlewoman will yield, I would be
pleased, of course, to engage with the
gentlewoman from California in a dis-
cussion of her concerns.

Ms. SANCHEZ. Madam Chairman, as
a member of the House Committee on
Armed Services, I wish to bring to the
attention of my colleagues and the ad-
ministration a problem that involves a
former active military facility in my
congressional district, the Marine
Corps Air Station of Tustin.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
would tell the gentlewoman that I am
familiar with the facility, which was
closed under the auspices of the Base
Closure and Realignment Commission,

also known as BRAC. The gentlewoman
has discussed the status with me in the
past.

Ms. SANCHEZ. Madam Chairman, as
the gentleman from Missouri knows,
MCAS Tustin was closed along with
MCAS El Toro in Orange County, Cali-
fornia. As in other communities
throughout the Nation, the local public
and their leaders have had to decide
how best to use these former military
installations. In the case of MCAS
Tustin, there is currently a ‘‘tug of
war’’ going on in my district about the
different interests. The city of Tustin
wishes to use most of the facility for
purposes that exclude public benefit
conveyances to Santa Ana Unified
School District and Rancho Santiago
Community College District.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, if
the gentlewoman will again yield, I
might say that I am aware of the city
of Tustin’s base reuse plan and that
there is currently a dispute between
the city of Tustin and the school dis-
tricts, as the gentlewoman mentions. I
further understand that the Depart-
ment of the Navy has been meeting
with both parties to try to encourage a
compromise solution to the out-
standing issues regarding this former
base.

Ms. SANCHEZ. Madam Chairman,
that is correct. In short, the city of
Tustin has not provided for the convey-
ance of enough appropriate land to ac-
commodate the needs of the growing
school district populations in Santa
Ana. The land that the city of Tustin
has offered to the school districts is
contaminated and unusable for pur-
poses of housing children. The Depart-
ment of the Navy has assured me that
the resolution of the issues sur-
rounding conveyance of this Tustin
property for educational needs is crit-
ical in any conveyance decision, and
the Navy continues to encourage a
local agreement on the issue and feels
that the lack of an agreement on edu-
cational transfers seriously com-
plicates and has stopped any Navy de-
cision to convey MCAS Tustin prop-
erty.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman,
that is my understanding of the posi-
tion of the Department of the Navy as
well. As ranking minority member of
the committee, I can assure the gentle-
woman that the committee would take
a very dim view of a transfer of land by
the Navy before the issues that she
raises today are resolved.

Ms. SANCHEZ. Madam Chairman, I
thank the gentleman.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Chairman, I have
many concerns about this bill and our defense
budget, including its overall size, weapons
systems, and priorities. I have never sup-
ported funding for National Missile Defense,
and I never will. This foolish and expensive
program takes monies away that would be
better spent, in my opinion, to combat ter-
rorism, enhance readiness, and support re-
search on battlefield medical and other sup-
port.

At the same time, I strongly support the sig-
nificant increases in this authorizations bill for

‘‘quality of life’’ improvements for our uni-
formed men and women and their families.
H.R. 2586 makes welcome advances in pro-
viding additional resources for military pay,
health care, and housing, as well as health
care for our military retirees.

I believe it is important to move this funding
forward so that the Pentagon and our various
defense agencies might rest assured that they
have the resources they require to respond ef-
fectively to our current national security crisis.

I would like to take a moment, however, to
talk about a small amount of military aid in this
bill, small at least relative to the overall $343.1
billion authorized in H.R. 2586. But not small
in the impact these funds will have in the
country where they will be used.

This bill contains a little over $99 million in
military aid for Colombia. In July, during de-
bate on the foreign operations appropriations
bill, many of my colleagues claimed that the
amendment offered by Congressman HOEK-
STRA and myself would eliminate military fund-
ing for Colombia. We said that was not true—
that there were additional funds in the DOD
bill. We were right.

President Pastrana recently announced that
Colombia should rethink the entire approach
of the United States-backed Plan Colombia.
Indeed, as the Push Into Southern Colombia
proceeds, President Pastrana described how
coca fields are shifting from the southern state
of Putumayo to regions never used before for
drug cultivation. The various armed factions in
Colombia—the guerrilla groups, the para-
military forces and the Armed Forces—are
now entering those regions, fighting for terri-
torial control and bringing violence and death
in their wake. And the expanded conflict has
brought peace negotiations to a halt.

Rather than containing coca cultivation and
decreasing the level of violence in Colombia,
our policy is doing the opposite, and drawing
Colombia and the United States into a wider
conflict.

As we prepare for yet another war against
an enemy that can easily shift territory and
forces, we need to remember that military
force alone can’t win these campaigns.

Over $340 billion in military aid for the Pen-
tagon alone won’t guarantee success.

I support the efforts of president Bush, Sec-
retary of State Powell and other members of
the administration to create a global, multilat-
eral effort to coordinate our diplomatic, eco-
nomic, judicial, law enforcement, and intel-
ligence resources. The United States cannot
do this alone, and we should not ‘‘go it alone.’’

Increased food aid, development and eco-
nomic assistance can make a significant dif-
ference in overcoming the poverty, hunger, ig-
norance, illiteracy, and oppression, which are
often the breeding grounds of civil unrest, con-
flict and terrorism.

And unless the United States is actively en-
gaged in finding just and lasting solutions to
the many long-standing conflicts around the
globe, including the Middle East, terrorism will
continue to flourish.

Now, more than ever, we must make seri-
ous efforts to advance justice, human dignity
and the rule of law to every corner of the
globe.

And lest we forget, our national security is
grounded in our ability to provide our own citi-
zens with quality education, health care, a
sound infrastructure, economic opportunity,
and fundamental civil liberties.
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So, while we take up consideration today of

this defense bill, I urge my colleagues to also
support significant new investments in food
and development aid, in diplomatic resources,
and in strengthening our domestic and inter-
national judicial and law enforcement pro-
grams. The September 11 terrorist attacks
were attacks against our freedoms and the
prosperity of our nation and our communities.
We must ensure both continue to advance if
we are to genuinely thwart the intent behind
these evil acts.

Ms. McKINNEY. Madam Chairman, I have
grave concerns about this bill.

I would first like to say that I hope that rea-
son and common sense prevail in any deci-
sions on our Nation’s future response to ter-
rorism.

Madam Chairman, I pray for God’s interven-
tion in ensuring the safe return of our many
young men and women who are now being
sent off to fight this war against terrorism.
They face tremendous dangers and uncertain
futures and their families will endure many
long and sleepless nights waiting for their re-
turn. We must remember them all and ac-
knowledge the great personal sacrifices they
are going to have to make on our behalf in the
coming days.

BUDGET INCREASE AND COMPARISON

The passage of H.R. 2586, the National De-
fense Authorization Act of 2002, by the House
Armed Services Committee represented a
near $33 billion dollar increase from fiscal year
2001, and provides a total of $343.3 billion in
budget authority to the Department of Defense
for fiscal year 2002. For the sake of compari-
son, the House of Representatives has
passed an appropriation totaling $7.7 billion
for the Department of State for fiscal year
2002, and the appropriation for Foreign Oper-
ations was passed by the House at $15.2 bil-
lion. The sum of these two appropriations—
$22.9 billion—representing the amount allo-
cated to diplomancy, international aid, and
peace by the United States, rises only to 70
percent of the defense allocation increase and
6.7 percent of the entire defense budget.

With the financial mismanagement that con-
tinues to exist within the Department of De-
fense, increases should not be made to many
programs until a system of financial responsi-
bility is instituted to prevent future over-
spending and fiscal waste and to address the
lack of accountability.

MISSILE DEFENSE

The single largest portion of the budget in-
crease is dedicated to the development and
proliferation of missile defense systems. It
should be apparent to us all that ballistic mis-
siles are not our worst threat at this time.

The committee’s missile defense program is
a carbon copy of the Bush administration pro-
posal. It would dramatically increase the mis-
sile defense budget 57 percent—$3 billion to
$8.3 billion. This accelerated missile defense
program is virtually certain to lead China to in-
crease the number of nuclear weapons point-
ed at United States cities and may discourage
Russia from making deep cuts in its arsenal.
It should be apparent be apparent to us all
that ballistic missiles are not our worst threat
at this time. This program has also had seri-
ously questionable success in operational
tests to date, and functional operation of any
missile defense is still in doubt.

Expensive, high-tech weapons are no sub-
stitute for effective diplomacy, arms control,

disarmament, and international cooperation.
Cooperative international arms control and dis-
armament agreements will be far more effec-
tive in advancing peace and security in the
years ahead and will cost far less than a mis-
sile shield.

NUCLEAR REDUCTIONS

Although both Russia and the United States
have ratified START II, its implementation has
become entangled in contradictory conditions
by the Russian Duma and the U.S. Senate
over the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty. I
have been encouraged by President Bush’s
proposal to unilaterally reduce the U.S. stra-
tegic arsenal, beginning with the 50 Peace-
keeper (MX) missiles, which contain 500 nu-
clear warheads.

Unfortunately, current law prohibits the
President from reducing the nuclear arsenal,
other than through START II ratification. Cur-
rent law also places unnecessary restrictions
on the ability of the President to de-alert, or
take off high-alert status, our nuclear weap-
ons. Currently the United States and Russia
have over 4,000 nuclear weapons aimed at
each other—poised to be launched within min-
utes.

The committee unfortunately rejected the
amendment by Representative TOM ALLEN to
remove the restrictions in section 1302. It did
allow a second, narrower amendment to re-
move the restrictions on the MX missile retire-
ments. However, the committee denied the
President the ability to negotiate deeper re-
ductions with Russia by defeating the first
Allen amendment.

The President, Secretary of Defense Rums-
feld, and the Joint Chiefs of Staff have all
called for reductions in our strategic arsenal.
Yet the majority party on our committee con-
tinues to cling to these weapons as cold war
relics.

I was also disappointed that the committee
rejected the amendment by Representative
ELLEN TAUSCHER that would have de-alerted
the nuclear weapons in our arsenal that are
already slated for retirement. The first Presi-
dent Bush de-alerted thousands of nuclear
weapons in 1991 as the Warsaw Pact disinte-
grated. The current President Bush has also
supported the concept of taking nuclear weap-
ons off hair-trigger alert. Unfortunately the
committee again missed an opportunity to
demonstrate leadership in reducing the nu-
clear danger. In light of recent events, I think
that it would be prudent to de-alert as many
nuclear missiles, and to retire as many as
possible lest they become greater targets, or
become threats against ourselves.

MEDICAL ACCESS AND GENDER

I regret that the committee did not support
changing current law to permit service women
and female dependents who serve or reside
overseas to access military hospitals and
other facilities for the purpose of privately
funded abortions. Similar women who serve or
reside within the United States have constitu-
tionally protected right to access to legal and
safe facilities that provide abortions. Left with
no other option than to either seek an abortion
in a potentially unsafe, foreign medical facility
or to forgo an abortion altogether, this legal
provision is tantamount to gender discrimina-
tion and should be changed. Not only does
this threaten the health of such women, such
a policy is seemingly unconstitutional, and fur-
ther, it threatens retention and recruitment of
soldiers. I urge my colleagues to support ef-
forts to correct this discriminatory discrepancy.

VIEQUES, PUERTO RICO

I find it unfortunate that the committee has
sought to reduce the likelihood of the Navy’s
departure from the island of Vieques, PR, and
that the Reyes amendment was defeated. The
people of Vieques were provided last year
with the opportunity to choose their own fate
with regards to the Navy range, and through
a nonbinding referendum on June 29, 2001,
overwhelmingly issued their desire for the
Navy to depart from their island. The contin-
ued bombing erodes the safety, environment
and economy of this island and its people, and
should cease. It is my hope that the adminis-
tration is permitted to proceed with the Navy’s
planned withdrawal from Vieques in 2003, and
that the unlikely discovery of another ‘‘suit-
able’’ alternate site not be held as prerequisite
for this departure.

DOMESTIC USE OF INTELLIGENCE

There have been recent revelations about
the use of military intelligence for domestic
purposes, specifically with respect to the sur-
veillance of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., and
Operation Lantern Spike. Evidence of such
past activities give rise today to grave con-
stitutional issues and concern about civil lib-
erties. The 1975 report written by the Select
Committee to Study Governmental Operations
with Respect to Intelligence Activities revealed
practices ‘‘abhorrent in a free society.’’ The
Church Committee, named after its Chairman,
Frank Church of Idaho, exposed that in the
name of state security and program of manip-
ulation, infiltration, surveillance, harassment,
disruption, and murder was carried out with
the consent of those at the highest levels of
the United States government and against do-
mestic and international law.

Proposals supporting the creation of a Na-
tional Homeland Security Agency raise a
specter of the return of the most egregious as-
pects of the domestic program that deprived
too many Americans of their constitutional
rights and in some cases their lives. The mili-
tary has an appropriate role in protecting the
United States from foreign threats, and should
remain dedicated to preparing for those
threats. Domestic uses of the military have
long been prohibited for good reason, and the
same should continue to apply to all military
functions, especially any and all military intel-
ligence and surveillance.

INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE AND PROGRAMS

The escalating war on drugs is another
problem area for us. Though I appreciate a re-
duction of $4 million from the contributions to
Peru for counterdrug support, the events sur-
rounding the death of American missionary
Veronica Bowers and her 7-month old daugh-
ter highlight the role our Nation and military
play in foreign affairs. Though it was private
CIA contractors who were involved in this spe-
cific incident, our military resources are being
used to train and support foreign nations in
their efforts to curb drug production and dis-
tribution. As with the transgressions that re-
sulted from training foreign militaries at the
School of the Americas, human rights abuses
can result from the training, arming, and em-
powerment of developing nations’ armed
forces. Further, we should be cautious that
such activity does not draw our nation into dif-
ficult regional conflicts, and in light of the ap-
parent failure of the war on drugs, the entire
concept of military-based drug interdiction and
it’s efficacy should be reconsidered.

As with the continued bombing and over-
flights of Iraq and other operations, I think that
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now is not the time to be fighting proxy wars
overseas, making more enemies abroad than
we may already have. Now is a time to focus
on diplomacy abroad and justice and security
within, and as such, I do not support contin-
ued funding and training for civil conflicts in
Colombia or elsewhere.

QUALITY OF LIFE ISSUES

Despite my reservations with this legislation,
it includes positive aspects that I applaud.

I would like to commend the committee, and
particularly the Personnel Subcommittee for
the increase in military pay and salaries. This
is an appropriate step that not only provides
our service men and women with sufficient
compensation, but also achieves two other im-
portant goals: furthering the profession of the
military and the responsibility inherent in the
changing roles of the armed forces; and en-
hances the retention of service men and
women. Similarly, increases in moving allow-
ances, housing expenditures, provisions per-
mitting concurrent receipt of retired pay and
veteran’s disability benefits, and efforts to pro-
tect voting rights of personnel are praise-
worthy.

Much has changed since the committee
passed this bill in August. Many of the nations
that we perceive as a threat will respond to
the expansion and proliferation of missile de-
fense, the expanding role of the military in
drug interdiction, and prevention of reductions
in nuclear missiles. It is uncertain how these
nations will respond, but I am confident that
diplomacy and engagement will have much
more positive effects on our national security
than will an expanding defense budget. Simi-
larly, the Department of Defense should be
urged to respond to the trust that is instilled in
it by reforming its financial management, re-
ducing the obstruction that has plagued its his-
tory, and by eschewing involvement in domes-
tic issues. I urge this body to prudently con-
sider its role in developing not only national
policy, but also international relations, and to
realize that as the global leader we have a
role not only in preparing for war, but also in
promoting peace.

Mr. SOUDER. Madam Chairman, I rise in
support of this bill at a particularly critical time
for our Nation. As chairman of the Drug Policy
Subcommittee and one of the cochairs of the
Speaker’s Task Force for a Drug Free Amer-
ica, however, I wanted to express my desire to
work with all interested parties with respect to
critical counterdrug programs.

My subcommittee and the Speaker’s Task
Force have watched with some concern as
significant changes to the Defense Depart-
ment’s counterdrug program and organization
have been considered. This is an issue which
deserves careful attention, and I very much
appreciate the Armed Service’s Committee’s
clear statement of its support for a robust
counterdrug role for the Department. I also ap-
preciate the committee’s stated intention to
continue to direct careful and continuing atten-
tion to departmental reorganization initiatives
in this area.

Our counterdrug efforts are interagency ef-
forts that require cooperation and coordination
from agencies across the Federal Govern-
ment. It is critical that the Defense Department
not unilaterally withdraw key support in this
area or conduct fundamental reorganizations
without consulting with the Office of National
Drug Control Policy and other affected Federal
agencies. Any policy changes in this area

must be considered in light of the overall na-
tional drug control strategy issued by ONDCP.

I would also like to express my concern
about a provision of this bill related to the
Tethered Aerostat Radar System, or TARS. I
intended to offer an amendment regarding this
provision, but was not able to submit it due to
the extremely early deadline set by the Rules
Committee regarding the bill. The TARS sys-
tem has been an important asset to our nar-
cotics interdiction efforts along the southern
border and the Caribbean and has been oper-
ated in cooperation between the Department
of Defense and the U.S. Customs Service.
TARS balloons provide a platform for radars to
detect incoming aircraft attempting to smuggle
drugs into the United States.

The Defense Department has determined
that the TARS system is no longer needed for
national defense purposes, and has now shut
down virtually all of the aerostats which pre-
viously operated in the Caribbean and the Gulf
of Mexico. However, the Customs Service
strongly believes, as do I, that these assets
remain critical to our drug interdiction efforts.
The Department and the Customs Service
have been attempting to reach an agreement
to transfer the system completely to the Cus-
toms Service. Because of the change in ad-
ministration, those discussions have been
stalled. The relevant political officials have
only recently started work at DOD, and we still
do not have a confirmed Commissioner of
Customs.

This bill contains a provision authorizing the
Secretary of Defense to transfer the TARS
system to the Customs Service, which I sup-
port. I am concerned, however, that the bill
contains a specific deadline of the end of the
next fiscal year by which the transfer must be
completed or the system will effectively be
shut down. Since Customs Service officials
have not yet been able to resume discussions
with the Defense Department on this matter, I
do not believe that it is wise either to mandate
a specific date for the resolution of this matter,
or to pass legislation which would relieve the
Defense Department of its responsibility to op-
erate this system without providing for a
mechanism to ensure that the counterdrug
mission will continue.

I ask the committee to consider removing
this deadline in the final version of the legisla-
tion and look forward to working with all inter-
ested parties to reach an appropriate resolu-
tion of this matter.

Mr. GALLEGLY. Madam Chairman, I rise
today to thank both subcommittee Chairman
MCHUGH and Chairman STUMP for their help in
including my legislation within the Defense Au-
thorization Act to create a Korea Defense
Service Medal for those members of the
Armed Forces who served, and still serve, in
Korea.

Madam Chairman, more than 40,000 mem-
bers of the United States Armed Forces have
served on the Korean Peninsula each year
since the armistice was signed in July 1953.
Since then, an estimated 1,200 service men
and women have died as a direct result of
their service in Korea.

Service medals are given the veterans who
serve in particular regions during times of hos-
tility or the threat of hostility. For example,
those who served in Berlin during the cold war
were awarded a service medal. Since the Ko-
rean armistice was signed, there have been
more than 40,000 breaches of the cease-fire,

making it among the more dangerous places
to serve. However, no campaign medal has
been awarded for Korean service.

In light of the current crisis, it is appropriate
that we honor the thousands of dedicated and
brave men and women we have sent, and
continue to send, to Korea. This recognition is
long overdue.

On another note, I again want to thank
Chairman STUMP for supporting several
projects that will upgrade the Navy facilities at
Pt. Mugu and Port Hueneme, CA. The chair-
man and his staff have been most helpful and
his interest in these facilities and the welfare
of our service men and women is greatly ap-
preciated.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Madam Chairman, some
military retirees—individuals who are eligible
for military retirement benefits as a result of a
full service career—are also eligible for dis-
ability compensation from the VA based on a
medical problem they incurred while in the
service. Under present law, these service-dis-
abled retirees must surrender a portion of their
retired pay if they want to receive the disability
compensation to which they are entitled. Con-
gress enacted this unjust law in 1891.

Think of two soldiers who joined the Army
together and were wounded in the same bat-
tle. Joe left the Army after his 4-year stint and
joined the Department of Justice as a civilian
employee. Jim stayed on and made a career
in the military.

Thirty years later, both men are receiving
Federal longevity retired pay based on their
careers. Both are also eligible for VA disability
compensation as a result of the injuries they
sustained while in the Army. The difference is
that in order to get his disability compensation,
Jim must forfeit an equal amount of his retired
pay, while Joe collects the full amount of both
benefits without a deduction in either.

Why should the individual who chose a mili-
tary career be penalized? One benefit is
based on longevity in a career, the other on
an injury sustained while in the service. Joe in
our example can even receive civil service re-
tirement credit for his four years in the military.
Yet, Jim is branded a ‘‘double dipper.’’ This
simply is not fair.

Nationwide, more than 500,000 disabled
military retirees must give up their retired pay
in order to receive their VA disability com-
pensation. In effect, they must pay for their VA
disability out of their military retirement—
something no other Federal retiree must do.
How can we possibly expect to maintain a via-
ble national defense if service members real-
ize that if they experience a service-connected
disability, they cannot receive both VA dis-
ability compensation and military retired pay?

The 106th Congress took the first steps to-
ward addressing this inequity by authorizing
the military to pay a monthly allowance to mili-
tary retirees with severe service-connected
disabilities rated by the Department of Vet-
erans’ Affairs at 70 percent or greater. While
these special compensation provisions do not
correct the long-standing inequity of the cur-
rent offset, they do move us one step closer
to correcting this injustice once and for all.

In the beginning of the 107th Congress, I
once again introduced H.R. 303, the Retired
Pay Restoration Act, to eliminate the current
offset between military retired pay and VA dis-
ability compensation. I am pleased to report
that my bill has received strong bipartisan sup-
port with approximately 370 cosponsors in the
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House—roughly 85 percent of House Mem-
bers. A Senate companion bill, S. 170, has
also received strong support with 73 cospon-
sors.

I would like to thank Military Personnel Sub-
committee Chairman JOHN MCHUGH and full
committee Chairman BOB STUMP for working
with me this year to incorporate ‘‘concurrent
receipt’’ language into H.R. 2586, the FY 2002
National Defense Authorization Act.

I also want to thank Representatives STEVE
BUYER and CHARLIE BASS for their assistance.
They have been stalwart supporters of elimi-
nating the current offset.

H.R. 2586 includes a provision to authorize
military retirees to receive VA disability com-
pensation concurrently with military retired
pay. This provision will take effect after the
President submits legislation in an annual
budget request and Congress enacts legisla-
tion to offset the cost of this initiative. While
not perfect, I do believe that this language is
an important step in our efforts to eliminate
the offset between military retired pay and VA
disability compensation.

Each of the thousands of disabled military
retirees answered when America called. Now
it’s time for America to answer their call.

I urge colleagues to support H.R. 2586.
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Madam

Chairman, as a nation, we have unfortunately
witnessed firsthand the true threats to our Na-
tion’s security. It is vital for every Member to
support our men and women in uniform—and
this bill. Right now, our troops are being sent
into harm’s way—to protect us.

They are being asked to leave their families
and defend this country against an enemy we
do not fully understand, for an amount of time
we cannot determine. For 8 long years, we
neglected our forces.

For America to win the war against ter-
rorism, our military must have the best equip-
ment, the best training, and the best resources
available.

Our lives have changed forever, but the role
of our military is still the same—to protect
America. It is time to give them what they
need now. They deserve our help and sup-
port.

You know, we live in the greatest nation on
Earth. And we have a President and Com-
mander-in-Chief who believes in our strength
and in our military’s might.

This bill today reflects that confidence. Rest
assured, we can and will win this war against
freedom.

Vote for freedom.
Vote for our men and women in uniform.
Vote for this bill.
Mr. ORTIZ. Madam Chairman, I rise in

strong support of H.R. 2586, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002.
I want to specifically address the provisions in
the Act relating to military readiness.

First, I would like to express my apprecia-
tion to the Readiness Subcommittee leader-
ship and to my colleagues, on both the sub-
committee and the full committee, for the man-
ner in which the readiness provisions of H.R.
2586 were developed this session. I want to
express my personal thanks to my friend and
colleague, CURT WELDON, for the extraordinary
steps he took while serving as chairman of the
Readiness Subcommittee to focus attention on
the critical readiness issues facing our military
and the Nation. While we may differ on some
policy and program objectives, we on the sub-

committee were able to get a better apprecia-
tion of the challenges our military personnel
and dedicated civilian employees face in trying
to do more with less. For their effort, we can
all be proud. I personally remain concerned
about how long they will be able to keep up
the pace.

Accepting the budget realities we are facing,
the readiness provisions in the bill reflect
some of the steps I believe are necessary,
with the dollars available, to make their tasks
easier. It does not provide all that is needed.
I remain perplexed when I reflect on the im-
pact that the resource shortages are having
on every facet of our military. That includes
the stability of our dedicated civilian employ-
ees who are also being asked to remain pro-
ductive while at the same time the Department
appears to be trying to take away their jobs.
I regret that we are unable to do more about
the deplorable facilities our personnel must
use to train and to maintain equipment. There
is an immediate need for the administration
and the Congress to scrub the budget to ad-
dress this serious budget shortfall. I am very
concerned that what was thought to be a cer-
tain commitment of additional funds for de-
fense could turn out to be a hollow promise.

Madam Chairman, I want to make it very
clear that I believe that the readiness policy
provisions in H.R. 2586 represent a step in the
right direction. We denied several policy modi-
fications requested by the Department that
would do harm to overall readiness. It is the
dollar shortfall that raises my concern. I hope
that as we continue with the passage of this
bill and go into conference with the Senate,
we will continue to search for opportunities to
increase the resources available for the readi-
ness accounts. We cannot afford to fail in this
endeavor.

I hope my colleagues will join me in sup-
porting H.R. 2586.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I would like
to submit the following letters for the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD for H.R. 2586, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act of 2001.

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND

INFRASTRUCTURE,
Washington, DC, August 14, 2001.

Hon. BOB STUMP, Chairman,
Committee on Armed Services, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN, This letter concerns
the jurisdiction interest of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure in H.R.
2586, the Department of Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002.

H.R. 2586, as ordered reported by the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, contains many
provisions over which the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure has juris-
diction. As in previous bills, these include all
sections that affect the pay, benefits, and
personnel of the United States Coast Guard
and the United States Coast Guard Reserve.

Our Committee recognizes the importance
of H.R. 2586 and the need for this legislation
to move expeditiously. While we have a valid
claim to jurisdiction over a number of provi-
sions in the bill, including many that affect
the United States Coast Guard, I do not in-
tend to request a sequential referral of the
bill. This is, of course, conditional on our
mutual understanding that nothing in this
legislation waives or affects the jurisdiction
of the Transportation Committee, that every
effort will be made to include any agree-
ments worked out by our staffs as the bill is
taken to the Floor, and that a copy of this
letter and your response will be included in
the Committee Report and as part of the

record during consideration of the bill by the
House.

The Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure also requests to be included as
conferees on the provisions over which we
have jurisdiction.

Thank you for your cooperation in this
matter.

Sincerely,
DON YOUNG,

Chairman.

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,

Washington, DC, August 29, 2001.
Hon. DON YOUNG,
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and

Infrastructure,
U.S. House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN. Thank you for your
letter of August 14, 2001 regarding H.R. 2586,
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2002.

I agree that the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure has valid jurisdic-
tional claims to certain provisions in this
important legislation, and I am most appre-
ciative of your decision not to request such
a referral in the interest of expediting con-
sideration of the bill. I agree that by fore-
going a sequential referral, the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure is not
waiving its jurisdiction. Further, as you re-
quested, this exchange of letters will be in-
cluded in the Committee report on the bill.

Thank you for your cooperation in this
matter.

Sincerely,
BOB STUMP,

Chairman.

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE

WORKFORCE,
Washington, DC, August 28, 2001.

Hon. BOB STUMP,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, Wash-

ington, DC.
DEAR CHAIRMAN STUMP. Thank you for

working with me in your development of
H.R. 2586, the ‘‘National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002,’’ specifically: 1.
Section 341, ‘‘Assistance to Local Edu-
cational Agencies that Benefit Dependents of
Members of the Armed Forces and Depart-
ment of Defense Civilian Employees’’ 2. Sec-
tion 342, ‘‘Availability of Auxiliary Services
of Defense Dependents education system for
dependents who are home school students’’ 3.
Section 343, ‘‘Report regarding Compensa-
tion for teachers employed in teaching posi-
tions in overseas schools operated by the De-
partment of Defense’’ 4. Section 509, ‘‘One-
year Extension of expiration date for certain
force management authorities’’ 5. Section
584, ‘‘Clarification of military recruiter ac-
cess to secondary school directory informa-
tion about students.’’

As you know, these provisions are within
the jurisdiction of the Education and the
Workforce Committee. While I do not intend
to seek sequential referral of H.R. 2586, the
Committee does hold an interest in pre-
serving its future jurisdiction with respect
to issues raised in the aforementioned provi-
sions and its jurisdictional prerogatives
should the provisions of this bill or any Sen-
ate amendments thereto be considered in a
conference with the Senate. We would expect
to be appointed as conferees on these provi-
sions should be a conference with the Senate
arise.

Again, I thank you for working with me in
developing the amendments to H.R. 2586 and
look forward to working with you on these
issues in the future.

Sincerely,
JOHN BOEHNER,

Chairman.
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U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, August 31, 2001.

Hon. BOB STUMP,
Chairman, House Committee on Armed Serv-

ices, U.S. House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC.
DEAR BOB. Thank you for working with me

regarding H.R. 2586, the ‘‘National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002,’’
which was referred to the Committee on
Armed Services. As you know, the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary has a jurisdictional
interest in this legislation, and I appreciate
your acknowledgment of that jurisdictional
interest. While the bill would be sequentially
referred to the Judiciary Committee, I un-
derstand the desire to have this legislation
considered expeditiously by the House;
therefore, I do not intend to hold a hearing
or markup on this legislation.

In agreeing to waive consideration by our
Committee, I would expect you to agree that
this procedural route should not be con-
strued to prejudice the Committee on the Ju-
diciary’s jurisdictional interest and preroga-
tives on this or any similar legislation and
will not be considered as precedent for con-
sideration of matters of jurisdictional inter-
est to my Committee in the future. The
Committee on the Judiciary takes this ac-
tion with the understanding that the Com-
mittee’s jurisdiction over the provisions
within the Committee’s jurisdiction is in no
way diminished or altered, and that the
Committee’s right to the appointment of
conferees during any conference on the bill
is preserved. I would also expect your sup-
port in my request to the Speaker for the ap-
pointment of conferees from my Committee
with respect to matters within the jurisdic-
tion of my Committee should a conference
with the Senate be convened on this or simi-
lar legislation.

Again, thank you for your cooperation on
this important matter. I would appreciate
your including our exchange of letters in
your Committee’s report to accompany H.R.
2586.

Sincerely,
F. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, JR.,

Chairman.

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,

Washington, DC, August 31, 2001.
Hon. F. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, JR.,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, U.S.

House of Representatives, Washington, DC.
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN. Thank you for your

letter of August 31, 2001 regarding H.R. 2586,
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2002.

I agree that the Committee on the Judici-
ary has valid jurisdictional claims to certain
provisions in this important legislation, and
I am most appreciative of your decision not
to request such a referral in the interest of
expediting consideration of the bill. I agree
that by foregoing a sequential referral, the
Committee on the Judiciary is not waiving
its jurisdiction. Further, as you requested,
this exchange of letters will be included in
the Committee report on the bill.

Thank you for your cooperation in this
matter.

Sincerely,
BOB STUMP,

Chairman.

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON RESOURCES,

Washington, DC, August 31, 2001.
Hon. BOB STUMP,
Chairman, Committee on the Armed Services,

Washington, DC.
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN. Thank you for an op-

portunity to review the text of H.R. 2586, the

National Defense Authorization Act of 2002,
for provisions which are within the jurisdic-
tion of the Committee on Resources. Among
these provisions are those dealing with bene-
fits for the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration Corps, environmental
review, public lands, and territories of the
United States.

Because of the continued cooperation and
consideration you have afforded me and my
staff in developing these provisions, I will
not seek a sequential referral of H.R. 2586
based on their inclusion in the bill. Of
course, this waiver is not intended to preju-
dice any future jurisdictional claims over
these provisions or similar language. I also
reserve the right to seek to have conferees
named from the Committee on Resources on
these provisions, should such a conference
become necessary.

Once again, I appreciate working with you
and your staff on these matters, and look
forward to urging my colleagues to support
and pass H.R. 2586.

Sincerely,
JAMES V. HANSEN,

Chairman.

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE,

Washington, DC, September 4, 2001.
Hon. BOB STUMP,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, U.S.

House of Representatives, Washington, DC.
DEAR CHAIRMAN STUMP. On August 1, 2001,

the Committee on Armed Services ordered
reported H.R. 2586, the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002. As or-
dered reported by the Committee on Armed
Services, this legislation contains a number
of provisions that fall within the jurisdiction
of the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
These provisions include the following:

Section 509—One-year extension of expira-
tion date for certain force management au-
thorities.

Section 514—Improved disability benefits
for certain reserve component members.

Subtitle A of title 6—Pay and Allowances
Section 611—One-year extension of certain

bonus and special pay authorities for reserve
forces.

Section 612—One-year extension of certain
bonus and special pay authorities for nurse
officer candidates, registered nurses, and
nurse anesthetists.

Section 2906—Environmental compliance
and environmental response requirements.

Section 3131—Termination date of Office of
River Protection, Richland, Washington.

Section 3132—Organizational modifications
for National Nuclear Security Administra-
tion.

Section 3201—Defense Nuclear Facilities
Safety Board Authorization.

I understand that two provisions within
my jurisdiction that are in the bill as or-
dered reported will be deleted in the reported
version of H.R. 2586: (1) section 316, con-
cerning the authority of the Department of
Defense to accept and store mercury and (2)
section 712, listing requirements regarding a
Presidential task force. Further, I under-
stand that section 3134, dealing with the dis-
position of surplus plutonium at the Savan-
nah River Site in Aiken, South Carolina, will
be modified to make clear that it only deals
with military surplus plutonium, and there-
fore will not fall within my committee’s ju-
risdiction.

Recognizing your interest in bringing this
legislation before the House expeditiously,
the Committee on Energy and Commerce
agrees not to seek a sequential referral of
the bill based on the provisions listed above.
By agreeing not to seek a sequential referral,
the Committee on Energy and Commerce
does not waive its jurisdiction over these

provisions or any other provisions of the bill
that may fall within its jurisdiction. In addi-
tion, the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce reserves its right to seek conferees on
any provisions within its jurisdiction which
are considered in the House-Senate con-
ference, and asks for your support in being
accorded such conferees.

I request you include this letter as part of
the report on H.R. 2586 and as part of the
Record during consideration of this bill by
the House.

Sincerely,
W.J. ‘‘BILLY’’ TAUZIN,

Chairman.

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM,

Washington, DC, September 5, 2001.
Hon. BOB STUMP,
Chairman,
Committee on Armed Services, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The Committee on
Government Reform has decided not to as-
sert its jurisdiction over the following provi-
sions of H.R. 2586, the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002, that fall
within the Committee’s jurisdiction.

Title III—Operation and Maintenance
Section 333. Continuation of contractor

manpower reporting system in Department
of the Army.

Title V—Military Personnel Policy
Section 519. Use of military leave for fu-

neral honors duty by Reserve members and
National Guardsmen.

Section 588. Payment of FEHBP premiums
for certain Reservists called to active duty
in support of contingency operations.

Title VIII—Acquisition Policy, Acquisition
Management, and Related Matters.

Section 803. Two-year extension of pro-
gram applying simplified procedures to cer-
tain commercial items.

Section 811 through 819. Erroneous Pay-
ment Recovery.

Title X—General Provisions
Section 1041. Limited access to sensitive

unclassified information for administrative
support contractors.

Title XI—Civilian Personnel
Section 1101. Undergraduate training pro-

gram for employees of the National Imagery
and Mapping Agency.

Section 1103. Payment of expenses to ob-
tain professional credentials.

Section 1104. Retirement portability elec-
tions for certain Department of Defense and
Coast Guard employees.

Section 1105. Removal of requirement that
granting civil service compensatory time be
based on amount of irregular occasional
overtime work.

Section 1106. Applicability of certain laws
to certain individuals assigned to work in
the Federal Government.

Section 1107. Limitation on premium pay.
Section 1108. Use of common occupational

and health standards as a basis for differen-
tial payments made as a consequence of ex-
posure to asbestos.

Section 1110. ‘‘Monroney amendment’’ re-
stored to its prior form.

Title XXXII—Defense Nuclear Facilities
Safety Board

Section 3132. Organizational modifications
for National Nuclear Security Administra-
tion.

As you know, House Rule X, Establishment
and Jurisdiction of Standing Committees,
grants the Committee on Government Re-
form wide jurisdiction over government
management issues including matters re-
lated to Federal civil service, procurement
policy, and property disposal. The Commit-
tee’s decision not to exercise its jurisdiction
for these provisions is not intended or de-
signed to limit our jurisdiction over any fu-
ture consideration of related matters. I also

VerDate 11-MAY-2000 04:13 Sep 21, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00047 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A20SE7.065 pfrm02 PsN: H20PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5784 September 20, 2001
intend to request that I be appointed as a
conferee on all of the sections of the bill that
fall within the jurisdiction of the Committee
on Government Reform.

Mr. Chairman, we appreciate your con-
sultation with the Government Reform Com-
mittee on these matters.

Sincerely,
DAN BURTON,

Chairman.

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL

RELATIONS,
Washington, DC, September 6, 2001.

Hon. BOB STUMP,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, Wash-

ington, DC.
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN. I understand that on

Wednesday, August 1, 2001, the Committee on
Armed Services ordered favorably reported
H.R. 2586, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002. The bill in-
cludes a number of provisions that fall with-
in the legislative jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on International Relations pursuant
to Rule X(1)(j) of the House of Representa-
tives.

The specific provisions within our commit-
tee’s jurisdiction are: (1) Section 1011, Revi-
sion in Types of Excess Naval Vessels for
Which Approval by Law is Required for Dis-
posal to Foreign Countries; (2) Section 1045,
Sense of Congress on the Importance of the
Kwajalein Missile Range/Ronald Reagan De-
fense Initiative Test Site at Kwajalein Atoll;
(3) Section 1201, Clarification of Authority to
Furnish Nuclear Test Monitoring Equipment
to Foreign Governments; (4) Section 1202,
Acquisition of Logistical Support for Secu-
rity Forces; (5) Section 1203, Report on the
Sale and Transfer of Military Hardware, Ex-
pertise, and Technology from States of the
Former Soviet Union to the People’s Repub-
lic of China; (6) Section 1205, Extension of
Authority to Provide Assistance Under
Weapons of Mass Destruction Act for Sup-
port of United Nations-Sponsored Efforts to
Inspect and Monitor Iraqi Weapons Activi-
ties; (7) Section 1206, Repeal of Requirement
for Reporting to Congress on Military De-
ployments to Haiti; (8) Section 1207, Report
by Comptroller General on Provision of De-
fense Articles, Services, and Military Edu-
cation and Training to Foreign Countries
and International Organizations; and (9)
Title XIII, Cooperative Threat Reduction
with States of the Former Soviet Union.

Pursuant to Chairman Dreier’s expected
announcement that the Committee on Rules
will move expeditiously to consider a rule
for H.R. 2586 and your desire to have the bill
considered on the House floor next week, the
Committee on International Relations will
not seek a sequential referral of the bill as a
result of including these provisions, without
waiving or ceding now or in the future this
committee’s jurisdiction over the provisions
in question. I believe, however, that certain
of these provisions, particularly sections 1011
and 1045, require additional refinement, and I
look forward to working with you as H.R.
2586 moves through the legislative process to
make any appropriate changes to these pro-
visions. I will seek to have conferees ap-
pointed for these provisions during any
House-Senate conference committee.

Although this letter was not included in
the report accompanying H.R. 2586, I intend
to publish this letter in the Congressional
Record and make it part of the record during
consideration of the bill by the House of Rep-
resentatives.

With best wishes,
Sincerely,

HENRY J. HYDE,
Chairman.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. All time for the
general debate has expired.

Pursuant to the order of the House of
Wednesday, September 19, 2001, the
committee amendment in the nature of
a substitute printed in the bill is con-
sidered as an original bill for the pur-
pose of amendment and is considered
read.

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as
follows:

H.R. 2586
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002’’.
SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;

TABLE OF CONTENTS.
(a) DIVISIONS.—This Act is organized into

three divisions as follows:
(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au-

thorizations.
(2) Division B—Military Construction Author-

izations.
(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na-

tional Security Authorizations and Other Au-
thorizations.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:
Sec. 1. Short title; findings.
Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions; table

of contents.
Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees de-

fined.
DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 101. Army.
Sec. 102. Navy and Marine Corps.
Sec. 103. Air Force.
Sec. 104. Defense-wide activities.
Sec. 105. Defense Inspector General.
Sec. 106. Chemical demilitarization program.
Sec. 107. Defense health programs.

Subtitle B—Army Programs
Sec. 111. Extension of multiyear contract for

Family of Medium Tactical Vehi-
cles.

Sec. 112. Repeal of limitations on bunker defeat
munitions program.

Subtitle C—Air Force Programs
Sec. 121. Responsibility of Air Force for con-

tracts for all defense space
launches.

Sec. 122. Multi-year procurement of C–17 air-
craft.

Subtitle D—Chemical Munitions Destruction
Sec. 141. Destruction of existing stockpile of le-

thal chemical agents and muni-
tions.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 202. Amount for basic and applied re-

search.
Subtitle B—Program Requirements,

Restrictions, and Limitations
Sec. 211. Cooperative Department of Defense-

Department of Veterans Affairs
medical research program.

Sec. 212. Advanced Land Attack Missile pro-
gram.

Sec. 213. Collaborative program for development
of advanced radar systems for
naval applications.

Subtitle C—Ballistic Missile Defense
Sec. 231. Transfer of responsibility for procure-

ment for missile defense programs
from Ballistic Missile Defense Or-
ganization to military depart-
ments.

Sec. 232. Repeal of program element require-
ments for ballistic missile defense
programs.

Sec. 233. Support of ballistic missile defense ac-
tivities of the Department of De-
fense by the national defense lab-
oratories of the Department of
Energy.

Sec. 234. Missile defense testing initiative.
Sec. 235. Missile Defense System Test Bed Fa-

cilities.
Subtitle D—Other Matters

Sec. 241. Establishment of unmanned aerial ve-
hicle joint operational test bed
system.

Sec. 242. Demonstration project to increase
small business and university par-
ticipation in Office of Naval Re-
search efforts to extend benefits of
science and technology research
to fleet.

Sec. 243. Management responsibility for Navy
mine countermeasures programs.

Sec. 244. Program to accelerate the introduction
of innovative technology in de-
fense acquisition programs.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance funding.
Sec. 302. Working capital funds.
Sec. 303. Armed Forces Retirement Home.
Sec. 304. Transfer from National Defense Stock-

pile Transaction Fund.
Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions

Sec. 311. Inventory of explosive risk sites at
former military ranges.

Sec. 312. National security impact statements.
Sec. 313. Reimbursement for certain costs in

connection with Hooper Sands
site, South Berwick, Maine.

Sec. 314. River mitigation studies.
Sec. 315. Elimination of annual report on con-

tractor reimbursement for costs of
environmental response actions.

Subtitle C—Commissaries and
Nonappropriated Fund Instrumentalities

Sec. 321. Reserve component commissary bene-
fits.

Sec. 322. Reimbursement for noncommissary use
of commissary facilities.

Sec. 323. Civil recovery for nonappropriated
fund instrumentality costs related
to shoplifting.

Subtitle D—Workforce and Depot Issues
Sec. 331. Fiscal year 2002 limitations on work-

force reviews.
Sec. 332. Applicability of core logistics capa-

bility requirements to nuclear air-
craft carriers.

Sec. 333. Continuation of contractor manpower
reporting system in Department of
the Army.

Sec. 334. Limitation on expansion of Wholesale
Logistics Modernization Program.

Sec. 335. Pilot project for exclusion of certain
expenditures from limitation on
private sector performance of
depot-level maintenance.

Sec. 336. Protections for purchasers of articles
and services manufactured or per-
formed by working-capital funded
industrial facilities of the Depart-
ment of Defense.

Subtitle E—Defense Dependents Education
Sec. 341. Assistance to local educational agen-

cies that benefit dependents of
members of the Armed Forces and
Department of Defense civilian
employees.
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Sec. 342. Availability of auxiliary services of de-

fense dependents’ education sys-
tem for dependents who are home
school students.

Sec. 343. Report regarding compensation for
teachers employed in teaching po-
sitions in overseas schools oper-
ated by the Department of De-
fense.

Subtitle F—Other Matters
Sec. 351. Availability of excess defense personal

property to support Department of
Veterans Affairs initiative to as-
sist homeless veterans.

Sec. 352. Continuation of limitations on imple-
mentation of Navy-Marine Corps
Intranet contract.

Sec. 353. Completion and evaluation of current
demonstration programs to im-
prove quality of personal property
shipments of members.

Sec. 354. Expansion of entities eligible for loan,
gift, and exchange of documents,
historical artifacts, and obsolete
combat materiel.

Subtitle G—Service Contracting Reform
Sec. 361. Short title.
Sec. 362. Required cost savings level for change

of function to contractor perform-
ance.

Sec. 363. Applicability of study and reporting
requirements to new commercial
or industrial type functions.

Sec. 364. Repeal of waiver for small functions.
Sec. 365. Requirement for equity in public-pri-

vate competitions.
Sec. 366. Reporting requirements regarding De-

partment of Defense’s service con-
tractor workforce.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces
Sec. 401. End strengths for active forces.
Sec. 402. Revision in permanent end strength

minimum levels.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces
Sec. 411. End strengths for Selected Reserve.
Sec. 412. End strengths for Reserves on active

duty in support of the reserves.
Sec. 413. End strengths for military technicians

(dual status).
Sec. 414. Fiscal year 2002 limitation on non-

dual status technicians.
Sec. 415. Limitations on numbers of Reserve

personnel serving on active duty
or full-time National Guard duty
in certain grades for administra-
tion of Reserve components.

Subtitle C—Other Matters Relating to
Personnel Strengths

Sec. 421. Increase in percentage by which active
component end strengths for any
fiscal year may be increased.

Sec. 422. Active duty end strength exemption
for National Guard and reserve
personnel performing funeral
honors functions.

Sec. 423. Increase in authorized strengths for
Air Force officers on active duty
in the grade of major.

Subtitle D—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 431. Authorization of appropriations for

military personnel.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—General Personnel Management

Authorities
Sec. 501. Enhanced flexibility for management

of senior general and flag officer
positions.

Sec. 502. Original appointments in regular
grades for Academy graduates
and certain other new officers.

Sec. 503. Temporary reduction of time-in-grade
requirement for eligibility for pro-
motion for certain active-duty list
officers in grades of first lieuten-
ant and lieutenant (junior grade).

Sec. 504. Increase in senior enlisted active duty
grade limit for Navy, Marine
Corps, and Air Force.

Sec. 505. Authority for limited extension of med-
ical deferment of mandatory re-
tirement or separation.

Sec. 506. Authority for limited extension on ac-
tive duty of members subject to
mandatory retirement or separa-
tion.

Sec. 507. Clarification of disability severance
pay computation.

Sec. 508. Officer in charge of United States
Navy Band.

Sec. 509. One-year extension of expiration date
for certain force management au-
thorities.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Personnel
Policy

Sec. 511. Placement on active-duty list of cer-
tain reserve officers on active
duty for a period of three years or
less.

Sec. 512. Expanded application of Reserve spe-
cial selection boards.

Sec. 513. Exception to baccalaureate degree re-
quirement for appointment of re-
serve officers to grades above first
lieutenant.

Sec. 514. Improved disability benefits for certain
reserve component members.

Sec. 515. Time-in-grade requirement for reserve
component officers with a non-
service connected disability.

Sec. 516. Reserve members considered to be de-
ployed for purposes of personnel
tempo management.

Sec. 517. Funeral honors duty performed by Re-
serve and Guard members to be
treated as inactive-duty training
for certain purposes.

Sec. 518. Members of the National Guard per-
forming funeral honors duty
while in non-Federal status.

Sec. 519. Use of military leave for funeral hon-
ors duty by Reserve members and
National Guardsmen.

Subtitle C—Joint Specialty Officers and Joint
Professional Military Education

Sec. 521. Nominations for joint specialty.
Sec. 522. Joint duty credit.
Sec. 523. Retroactive joint service credit for

duty in certain joint task forces.
Sec. 524. Revision to annual report on joint of-

ficer management.
Sec. 525. Requirement for selection for joint spe-

cialty before promotion to general
or flag officer grade.

Sec. 526. Independent study of joint officer
management and joint profes-
sional military education reforms.

Sec. 527. Professional development education.
Sec. 528. Authority for National Defense Uni-

versity to enroll certain private
sector civilians.

Sec. 529. Continuation of reserve component
professional military education
test.

Subtitle D—Military Education and Training
Sec. 531. Defense Language Institute Foreign

Language Center.
Sec. 532. Authority for the Marine Corps Uni-

versity to award degree of master
of strategic studies.

Sec. 533. Increase in number of foreign students
authorized to be admitted to the
service academies.

Sec. 534. Increase in maximum age for appoint-
ment as a cadet or midshipman in
Senior Reserve Officer Training
Corps scholarship programs.

Sec. 535. Active duty participation as a cadet or
midshipman in Senior ROTC ad-
vanced training.

Sec. 536. Authority to modify the service obliga-
tion of certain ROTC cadets in
military junior colleges receiving
financial assistance.

Sec. 537. Modification of nurse officer can-
didate accession program restric-
tion on students attending edu-
cational institutions with Senior
Reserve Officers’ Training pro-
grams.

Sec. 538. Repeal of limitation on number of Jun-
ior Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps (JROTC) units.

Sec. 539. Reserve health professionals stipend
program expansion.

Sec. 540. Housing allowance for the Chaplain
for the Corps of Cadets, United
States Military Academy.

Subtitle E—Decorations, Awards, and
Commendations

Sec. 541. Authority for award of the medal of
honor to Humbert R. Versace for
valor during the Vietnam War.

Sec. 542. Review regarding award of medal of
honor to certain Jewish American
and Hispanic American war vet-
erans.

Sec. 543. Authority to issue duplicate medal of
honor.

Sec. 544. Authority to replace stolen military
decorations.

Sec. 545. Waiver of time limitations for award of
Navy Distinguished Flying Cross
to certain persons.

Sec. 546. Korea Defense Service medal.
Sec. 547. Cold War Service medal.
Sec. 548. Option to convert award of Armed

Forces Expeditionary Medal
awarded for Operation Frequent
Wind to Vietnam Service Medal.

Subtitle F—Matters Relating to Voting
Sec. 551. Voting assessments and assistance for

members of the uniformed serv-
ices.

Sec. 552. Electronic voting demonstration
project.

Subtitle G—Matters Relating to Military
Spouses and Family Members

Sec. 561. Improved financial and other assist-
ance to military spouses for job
training and education.

Sec. 562. Authority to conduct surveys of de-
pendents and survivors of military
retirees.

Sec. 563. Clarification of treatment of classified
information concerning persons in
a missing status.

Sec. 564. Transportation to annual meeting of
next-of-kin of persons unac-
counted for from conflicts after
World War II.

Sec. 565. Amendments to charter of Defense
Task Force on Domestic Violence.

Subtitle H—Military Justice and Legal
Matters

Sec. 571. Requirement that courts-martial con-
sist of not less than 12 members in
capital cases.

Sec. 572. Right of convicted accused to request
sentencing by military judge.

Sec. 573. Codification of requirement for regula-
tions for delivery of military per-
sonnel to civil authorities when
charged with certain offenses

Sec. 574. Authority to accept voluntary legal
services for members of the Armed
Forces.

Subtitle I—Other Matters
Sec. 581. Shipment of privately owned vehicles

when making permanent change
of station moves within United
States.
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Sec. 582. Payment of vehicle storage costs in ad-

vance.
Sec. 583. Permanent authority for use of mili-

tary recruiting funds for certain
expenses at Department of De-
fense recruiting functions.

Sec. 584. Clarification of military recruiter ac-
cess to secondary school directory
information about students.

Sec. 585. Repeal of requirement for final Comp-
troller General report relating to
Army end strength allocations.

Sec. 586. Posthumous Army commission in the
grade of captain in the Chaplains
Corps to Ella E. Gibson for service
as chaplain of the First Wisconsin
Heavy Artillery regiment during
the Civil War.

Sec. 587. National Guard Challenge Program.
Sec. 588. Payment of FEHBP premiums for cer-

tain Reservists called to active
duty in support of contingency
operations.

Sec. 589. 18-month enlistment pilot program.
Sec. 590. Per diem allowance for lengthy or nu-

merous deployments.
Sec. 591. Congressional review period for

change in ground combat exclu-
sion policy.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances
Sec. 601. Increase in basic pay for fiscal year

2002.
Sec. 602. Basic pay rate for certain reserve com-

missioned officers with prior serv-
ice as an enlisted member or war-
rant officer.

Sec. 603. Subsistence allowances.
Sec. 604. Eligibility for basic allowance for

housing while between permanent
duty stations.

Sec. 605. Uniform allowance for officers.
Sec. 606. Family separation allowance for cer-

tain members electing to serve un-
accompanied tour of duty.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and
Incentive Pays

Sec. 611. One-year extension of certain bonus
and special pay authorities for re-
serve forces.

Sec. 612. One-year extension of certain bonus
and special pay authorities for
nurse officer candidates, reg-
istered nurses, and nurse anes-
thetists.

Sec. 613. One-year extension of other bonus and
special pay authorities.

Sec. 614. Conforming accession bonus for dental
officers authority with authorities
for other special pay and bonuses.

Sec. 615. Additional type of duty resulting in
eligibility for hazardous duty in-
centive pay.

Sec. 616. Equal treatment of reservists per-
forming inactive-duty training for
receipt of aviation career incen-
tive pay.

Sec. 617. Secretarial discretion in prescribing
submarine duty incentive pay
rates.

Sec. 618. Imposition of critical wartime skill re-
quirement for eligibility for Indi-
vidual Ready Reserve bonus.

Sec. 619. Installment payment authority for 15-
year career status bonus.

Sec. 620. Accession bonus for new officers.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances

Sec. 631. Minimum per diem rate for travel and
transportation allowance for trav-
el performed upon a change of
permanent station and certain
other travel.

Sec. 632. Payment or reimbursement of tem-
porary subsistence expenses.

Sec. 633. Increased weight allowance for trans-
portation of baggage and house-
hold effects for junior enlisted
members.

Sec. 634. Reimbursement of members for manda-
tory pet quarantine fees for
household pets.

Sec. 635. Availability of dislocation allowance
for married member, whose spouse
is a member, assigned to military
family housing.

Sec. 636. Elimination of prohibition on receipt
of dislocation allowance by mem-
bers ordered to first duty station.

Sec. 637. Partial dislocation allowance author-
ized for housing moves ordered for
Government convenience.

Sec. 638. Allowances for travel performed in
connection with members taking
authorized leave between consecu-
tive overseas tours.

Sec. 639. Funded student travel as part of
school-sponsored exchange pro-
grams.

Subtitle D—Retirement and Survivor Benefit
Matters

Sec. 641. Contingent authority for concurrent
receipt of military retired pay and
veterans’ disability compensation.

Subtitle E—Other Matters
Sec. 651. Funeral honors duty allowance for re-

tired members.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—TRICARE Program

Sec. 701. Implementing cost-effective payment
rates under the TRICARE pro-
gram.

Sec. 702. Waiver of nonavailability statement or
preauthorization requirement.

Sec. 703. Improvements in administration of the
TRICARE program.

Sec. 704. Sub-acute and long-term care program
reform.

Sec. 705. Reimbursement of travel expenses of a
parent, guardian, or responsible
family member of a minor covered
beneficiary.

Subtitle B—Other Matters
Sec. 711. Prohibition against requiring military

retirees to receive health care sole-
ly through the Department of De-
fense.

Sec. 712. Trauma and medical care pilot pro-
gram.

Sec. 713. Enhancement of medical product de-
velopment.

Sec. 714. Repeal of obsolete report requirement.
Sec. 715. Clarifications and improvements re-

garding the Department of De-
fense Medicare-Eligible Retiree
Health Care Fund.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-
SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED
MATTERS

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and
Management

Sec. 801. Acquisition milestones.
Sec. 802. Acquisition workforce qualifications.
Sec. 803. Two-year extension of program apply-

ing simplified procedures to cer-
tain commercial items.

Sec. 804. Contracts for services to be performed
outside the United States.

Sec. 805. Codification and modification of
‘‘Berry Amendment’’ require-
ments.

Subtitle B—Erroneous Payments Recovery
Sec. 811. Short title.
Sec. 812. Identification of errors made by execu-

tive agencies in payments to con-
tractors and recovery of amounts
erroneously paid.

Sec. 813. Disposition of recovered funds.
Sec. 814. Sources of recovery services.

Sec. 815. Management improvement programs.
Sec. 816. Reports.
Sec. 817. Relationship to authority of inspectors

general.
Sec. 818. Privacy protections.
Sec. 819. Definition.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

Sec. 901. Further reductions in defense acquisi-
tion and support workforce.

Sec. 902. Sense of Congress on establishment of
an Office of Transformation in
the Department of Defense.

Sec. 903. Revised joint report on establishment
of national collaborative informa-
tion analysis capability.

Sec. 904. Elimination of triennial report by
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff on roles and missions of the
Armed Forces.

Sec. 905. Repeal of requirement for semiannual
reports through March 2003 on
activities of Joint Requirements
Oversight Council.

Sec. 906. Correction of references to Air Mobil-
ity Command.

Sec. 907. Organizational alignment change for
Director for Expeditionary War-
fare.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

Sec. 1001. Transfer authority.
Sec. 1002. Incorporation of classified annex.
Sec. 1003. Limitation on funds for Bosnia and

Kosovo peacekeeping operations
for fiscal year 2002.

Sec. 1004. Increase in limitations on administra-
tive authority of the Navy to set-
tle admiralty claims.

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels
Sec. 1011. Revision in types of excess naval ves-

sels for which approval by law is
required for disposal to foreign
nations.

Subtitle C—Counter-Drug Activities
Sec. 1021. Extension of reporting requirement

regarding Department of Defense
expenditures to support foreign
counter-drug activities.

Sec. 1022. Authority to transfer Tracker aircraft
currently used by Armed Forces
for counter-drug purposes.

Sec. 1023. Authority to transfer Tethered Aero-
stat Radar System currently used
by Armed Forces for counter-drug
purposes.
Subtitle D—Reports

Sec. 1031. Requirement that Department of De-
fense reports to Congress be ac-
companied by electronic version.

Sec. 1032. Report on Department of Defense role
in homeland security matters.

Sec. 1033. Revision of annual report to Congress
on National Guard and reserve
component equipment.

Subtitle E—Other Matters
Sec. 1041. Department of Defense gift authori-

ties.
Sec. 1042. Termination of referendum require-

ment regarding continuation of
military training on island of
Vieques, Puerto Rico, and imposi-
tion of additional conditions on
closure of live-fire training range.

Sec. 1043. Repeal of limitation on reductions in
Peacekeeper ICBM missiles.

Sec. 1044. Sense of the Congress on the impor-
tance of the Kwajalein Missile
Range/Ronald Reagan Defense
Initiative Test Site at Kwajalein
Atoll.

Sec. 1045. Transfer of Vietnam era F–4 aircraft
to nonprofit museum.

Sec. 1046. Bomber force structure.
Sec. 1047. Technical and clerical amendments.
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TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL

Sec. 1101. Undergraduate training program for
employees of the National Im-
agery and Mapping Agency.

Sec. 1102. Pilot program for payment of retrain-
ing expenses.

Sec. 1103. Payment of expenses to obtain profes-
sional credentials.

Sec. 1104. Retirement portability elections for
certain Department of Defense
and Coast Guard employees.

Sec. 1105. Removal of requirement that granting
civil service compensatory time be
based on amount of irregular or
occasional overtime work.

Sec. 1106. Applicability of certain laws to cer-
tain individuals assigned to work
in the Federal Government.

Sec. 1107. Limitation on premium pay.
Sec. 1108. Use of common occupational and

health standards as a basis for
differential payments made as a
consequence of exposure to asbes-
tos.

Sec. 1109. Authority for designated civilian em-
ployees abroad to act as a notary.

Sec. 1110. ‘‘Monroney amendment’’ restored to
its prior form.

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO
FOREIGN NATIONS

Sec. 1201. Clarification of authority to furnish
nuclear test monitoring equipment
to foreign governments.

Sec. 1202. Acquisition of logistical support for
security forces.

Sec. 1203. Report on the sale and transfer of
military hardware, expertise, and
technology from States of the
former Soviet Union to the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China.

Sec. 1204. Limitation on funding for Joint Data
Exchange Center.

Sec. 1205. Extension of authority to provide as-
sistance under Weapons of Mass
Destruction Act for support of
United Nations-sponsored efforts
to inspect and monitor Iraqi
weapons activities.

Sec. 1206. Repeal of requirement for reporting to
Congress on military deployments
to Haiti.

Sec. 1207. Report by Comptroller General on
provision of defense articles, serv-
ices, and military education and
training to foreign countries and
international organizations.

Sec. 1208. Limitation on number of military per-
sonnel in Colombia.

TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT RE-
DUCTION WITH STATES OF THE FORMER
SOVIET UNION

Sec. 1301. Specification of Cooperative Threat
Reduction programs and funds.

Sec. 1302. Funding allocations.
Sec. 1303. Prohibition against use of funds until

submission of reports.
Sec. 1304. Report on use of revenue generated

by activities carried out under Co-
operative Threat Reduction pro-
grams.

Sec. 1305. Prohibition against use of funds for
second wing of fissile material
storage facility.

Sec. 1306. Prohibition against use of funds for
construction or refurbishment of
certain fossil fuel energy plants.

Sec. 1307. Reports on activities and assistance
under Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion programs.

Sec. 1308. Report on responsibility for carrying
out Cooperative Threat Reduction
programs.

Sec. 1309. Chemical weapons destruction.

TITLE XIV—DEFENSE SPACE
REORGANIZATION

Sec. 1401. Short title.

Sec. 1402. Authority to establish position of
Under Secretary of Defense for
Space, Intelligence, and Informa-
tion.

Sec. 1403. Authority to designate Under Sec-
retary of the Air Force as acquisi-
tion executive for space of the De-
partment of Defense.

Sec. 1404. Major force program category for
space programs.

Sec. 1405. Comptroller General assessment of
implementation of recommenda-
tions of Space Commission.

Sec. 1406. Commander of Air Force Space Com-
mand.

Sec. 1407. Authority to establish separate career
field in the Air Force for space.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 2001. Short title; definition.

TITLE XXI—ARMY
Sec. 2101. Authorized Army construction and

land acquisition projects.
Sec. 2102. Family housing.
Sec. 2103. Improvements to military family

housing units.
Sec. 2104. Authorization of appropriations,

Army.
Sec. 2105. Modification of authority to carry

out certain fiscal year 2001
projects.

TITLE XXII—NAVY
Sec. 2201. Authorized Navy construction and

land acquisition projects.
Sec. 2202. Family housing.
Sec. 2203. Improvements to military family

housing units.
Sec. 2204. Authorization of Appropriations,

Navy.
Sec. 2205. Modification of authority to carry

out certain fiscal year 2000
project.

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE
Sec. 2301. Authorized Air Force construction

and land acquisition projects.
Sec. 2302. Family housing.
Sec. 2303. Improvements to military family

housing units.
Sec. 2304. Authorization of appropriations, Air

Force.
Sec. 2305. Modification of authority to carry

out certain fiscal year 2001
project.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES
Sec. 2401. Authorized defense agencies con-

struction and land acquisition
projects.

Sec. 2402. Energy conservation projects.
Sec. 2403. Authorization of appropriations, de-

fense agencies.
Sec. 2404. Modification of authority to carry

out certain fiscal year 2001
project.

Sec. 2405. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2000
projects.

Sec. 2406. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 1999
project.

Sec. 2407. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 1995
project.

Sec. 2408. Prohibition on expenditures to de-
velop forward operating location
on Aruba for United States South-
ern Command counter-drug detec-
tion and monitoring flights.

TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY
ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction and
land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2502. Authorization of appropriations,
NATO.

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FACILITIES

Sec. 2601. Authorized Guard and Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

TITLE XXVII—EXPIRATION AND
EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 2701. Expiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be specified
by law.

Sec. 2702. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1999 projects.

Sec. 2703. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1998 projects.

Sec. 2704. Effective date.
TITLE XXVIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program
and Military Family Housing Changes

Sec. 2801. Increase in certain unspecified minor
military construction project
thresholds.

Sec. 2802. Exclusion of unforeseen environ-
mental hazard remediation from
limitation on authorized cost vari-
ations.

Sec. 2803. Repeal of annual reporting require-
ment on military construction and
military family housing activities.

Sec. 2804. Permanent authorization for alter-
native authority for acquisition
and improvement of military
housing.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities
Administration

Sec. 2811. Use of military installations for cer-
tain recreational activities.

Sec. 2812. Base efficiency project at Brooks Air
Force Base, Texas.

Subtitle C—Defense Base Closure and
Realignment

Sec. 2821. Lease back of base closure property.
Subtitle D—Land Conveyances

PART I—ARMY CONVEYANCES

Sec. 2831. Modification of land exchange, Rock
Island Arsenal, Illinois.

Sec. 2832. Modification of land conveyances,
Fort Dix, New Jersey.

Sec. 2833. Lease authority, Fort DeRussy, Ha-
waii.

Sec. 2834. Land exchange and consolidation,
Fort Lewis, Washington.

Sec. 2835. Land conveyance, Whittier-Anchor-
age Pipeline Tank Farm, Anchor-
age, Alaska.

PART II—NAVY CONVEYANCES

Sec. 2841. Transfer of jurisdiction, Centerville
Beach Naval Station, Humboldt
County, California.

Sec. 2842. Land conveyance, Naval Weapons
Industrial Reserve Plant, Toledo,
Ohio.

Sec. 2843. Modification of authority for convey-
ance of Naval Computer and Tele-
communications Station, Cutler,
Maine.

Sec. 2844. Modification of land conveyance,
former United States Marine
Corps Air Station, Eagle Moun-
tain Lake, Texas.

Sec. 2845. Land transfer and conveyance, Naval
Security Group Activity, Winter
Harbor, Maine.

PART III—AIR FORCE CONVEYANCES

Sec. 2851. Water rights conveyance, Andersen
Air Force Base, Guam.

Sec. 2852. Reexamination of land conveyance,
Lowry Air Force Base, Colorado.

Subtitle E—Other Matters
Sec. 2861. Transfer of jurisdiction for develop-

ment of Armed Forces recreation
facility, Park City, Utah.

Sec. 2862. Selection of site for United States Air
Force Memorial and related land
transfers for the improvement of
Arlington National Cemetery, Vir-
ginia.
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Sec. 2863. Management of the Presidio of San

Francisco.
Sec. 2864. Effect of limitation on construction of

roads or highways, Marine Corps
Base, Camp Pendleton, Cali-
fornia.

Sec. 2865. Establishment of World War II memo-
rial at additional location on
Guam.

TITLE XXIX—FORT IRWIN MILITARY LAND
WITHDRAWAL

Sec. 2901. Short title.
Sec. 2902. Withdrawal and reservation of lands

for National Training Center.
Sec. 2903. Map and legal description.
Sec. 2904. Management of withdrawn and re-

served lands.
Sec. 2905. Water rights.
Sec. 2906. Environmental compliance and envi-

ronmental response requirements.
Sec. 2907. West Mojave Coordinated Manage-

ment Plan.
Sec. 2908. Release of wilderness study areas.
Sec. 2909. Training activity separation from

utility corridors.
Sec. 2910. Duration of withdrawal and reserva-

tion.
Sec. 2911. Extension of initial withdrawal and

reservation.
Sec. 2912. Termination and relinquishment.
Sec. 2913. Delegation of authority.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Subtitle A—National Security Programs

Authorizations
Sec. 3101. National Nuclear Security Adminis-

tration.
Sec. 3102. Defense environmental restoration

and waste management.
Sec. 3103. Other defense activities.
Sec. 3104. Defense environmental management

privatization.
Sec. 3105. Defense nuclear waste disposal.

Subtitle B—Recurring General Provisions
Sec. 3121. Reprogramming.
Sec. 3122. Limits on general plant projects.
Sec. 3123. Limits on construction projects.
Sec. 3124. Fund transfer authority.
Sec. 3125. Authority for conceptual and con-

struction design.
Sec. 3126. Authority for emergency planning,

design, and construction activi-
ties.

Sec. 3127. Funds available for all national secu-
rity programs of the Department
of Energy.

Sec. 3128. Availability of funds.
Sec. 3129. Transfers of defense environmental

management funds at field offices
of the Department of Energy.

Sec. 3130. Transfers of weapons activities funds
at national security laboratories
and nuclear weapons production
facilities.

Subtitle C—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

Sec. 3131. Termination date of Office of River
Protection, Richland, Wash-
ington.

Sec. 3132. Organizational modifications for Na-
tional Nuclear Security Adminis-
tration.

Sec. 3133. Consolidation of Nuclear Cities Ini-
tiative program with Initiatives
for Proliferation Prevention pro-
gram.

Sec. 3134. Disposition of surplus defense pluto-
nium at Savannah River Site,
Aiken, South Carolina.

Sec. 3135. Support for public education in the
vicinity of Los Alamos National
Laboratory, New Mexico.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

Sec. 3201. Authorization.
TITLE XXXIII—NATIONAL DEFENSE

STOCKPILE
Sec. 3301. Definitions.
Sec. 3302. Authorized uses of stockpile funds.
Sec. 3303. Disposal of obsolete and excess mate-

rials contained in national de-
fense stockpile.

Sec. 3304. Expedited implementation of author-
ity to dispose of cobalt from Na-
tional Defense Stockpile.

TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM
RESERVES

Sec. 3401. Authorization of appropriations.
TITLE XXXV—MARITIME ADMINISTRATION
Sec. 3501. Authorization of appropriations for

fiscal year 2002.
Sec. 3502. Define ‘‘war risks’’ to vessels to in-

clude confiscation, expropriation,
nationalization, and deprivation
of the vessels.

Sec. 3503. Holding obligor’s cash as collateral
under title XI of Merchant Ma-
rine Act, 1936.

SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES
DEFINED.

For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘congres-
sional defense committees’’ means—

(1) the Committee on Armed Services and the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; and

(2) the Committee on Armed Services and the
Committee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 101. ARMY.
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-

priated for fiscal year 2002 for procurement for
the Army as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $1,987,491,000.
(2) For missiles, $1,097,286,000.
(3) For weapons and tracked combat vehicles,

$2,367,046,000.
(4) For ammunition, $1,208,565,000.
(5) For other procurement, $4,143,986,000.

SEC. 102. NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.
(a) NAVY.—Funds are hereby authorized to be

appropriated for fiscal year 2002 for procure-
ment for the Navy as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $8,337,243,000.
(2) For weapons, including missiles and tor-

pedoes, $1,476,692,000.
(3) For shipbuilding and conversion,

$9,321,121,000.
(4) For other procurement, $4,157,313,000.
(b) MARINE CORPS.—Funds are hereby author-

ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2002 for
procurement for the Marine Corps in the
amount of $1,025,624,000.

(c) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS AMMUNITION.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 2002 for procurement of ammuni-
tion for the Navy and the Marine Corps in the
amount of $463,507,000.
SEC. 103. AIR FORCE.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2002 for procurement for
the Air Force as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $10,705,687,000.
(2) For missiles, $3,226,336,000.
(3) For ammunition, $871,344,000.
(4) For other procurement, $8,250,821,000.

SEC. 104. DEFENSE-WIDE ACTIVITIES.
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-

priated for fiscal year 2002 for Defense-wide pro-
curement in the amount of $2,267,346,000.
SEC. 105. DEFENSE INSPECTOR GENERAL.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2002 for procurement for
the Inspector General of the Department of De-
fense in the amount of $1,800,000.

SEC. 106. CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION PRO-
GRAM.

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 2002 the amount of $1,078,557,000
for—

(1) the destruction of lethal chemical agents
and munitions in accordance with section 1412
of the Department of Defense Authorization
Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521); and

(2) the destruction of chemical warfare mate-
riel of the United States that is not covered by
section 1412 of such Act.
SEC. 107. DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAMS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2002 for the Department
of Defense for procurement for carrying out
health care programs, projects, and activities of
the Department of Defense in the total amount
of $267,915,000.

Subtitle B—Army Programs
SEC. 111. EXTENSION OF MULTIYEAR CONTRACT

FOR FAMILY OF MEDIUM TACTICAL
VEHICLES.

In order to ensure that an adequate number of
vehicles of the ‘‘A1’’ variant of the Family of
Medium Tactical Vehicles program continue to
be fielded to the Army, the Secretary of the
Army may extend for one additional year the
existing multiyear procurement contract, au-
thorized by section 112(b) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998
(Public Law 105–85; 111 Stat. 1648) and awarded
on October 14, 1998, for procurement of vehicles
under that program (notwithstanding the max-
imum period for such contracts otherwise appli-
cable under section 2306b(k) of title 10, United
States Code) if the Secretary determines that it
is necessary to do so in order to prevent a break
in production of those vehicles.
SEC. 112. REPEAL OF LIMITATIONS ON BUNKER

DEFEAT MUNITIONS PROGRAM.
Section 116 of the National Defense Author-

ization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (Public Law
103–337; 108 Stat. 2682) is repealed.

Subtitle C—Air Force Programs
SEC. 121. RESPONSIBILITY OF AIR FORCE FOR

CONTRACTS FOR ALL DEFENSE
SPACE LAUNCHES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 807 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 8062 the following new section:
‘‘§ 8063. Contracts for space launches: respon-

sibility of Air Force for all Department of
Defense elements
‘‘The Secretary of the Air Force shall ensure

that contracts for space launch vehicles and
space launch services for all elements of the De-
partment of Defense are prepared, negotiated,
executed, and managed in a manner that maxi-
mizes launch effectiveness, minimizes cost of
launch services, provides clear visibility to all
elements into contract costs and functions, and,
where practicable, takes advantage of commer-
cial space launch capabilities.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 8062 the following new
item:
‘‘8063. Contracts for space launches: responsi-

bility of Air Force for all Depart-
ment of Defense elements.’’.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of the Air Force shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees and the congressional
intelligence committees a report on the imple-
mentation of section 8063 of title 10, United
States Code, as added by subsection (a).
SEC. 122. MULTI-YEAR PROCUREMENT OF C–17

AIRCRAFT.
If the Secretary of Defense certifies to the con-

gressional defense committees before the enact-
ment of this Act that it is in the interest of the
Department of Defense to proceed with a follow-
on multi-year procurement of additional C–17
aircraft, then the Secretary may, in accordance
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with section 2306b of title 10, United States
Code, enter into a new multi-year procurement
contract or extend the current multi-year pro-
curement contract beginning in fiscal year 2002
to procure up to 60 additional C–17 aircraft in
order to meet the Department’s airlift require-
ments.
Subtitle D—Chemical Munitions Destruction

SEC. 141. DESTRUCTION OF EXISTING STOCKPILE
OF LETHAL CHEMICAL AGENTS AND
MUNITIONS.

Section 152 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law
104–106; 50 U.S.C. 1521 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘for that site’’ after ‘‘in

place’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following new

paragraphs:
‘‘(4) Emergency preparedness and response ca-

pabilities have been established at the site and
in the surrounding communities to respond to
emergencies involving risks to public health or
safety that are identified by the Secretary of De-
fense as being risks resulting from the storage or
destruction of lethal chemical agents and muni-
tions at the site.

‘‘(5) The Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics rec-
ommends initiation of destruction at the site
after considering the recommendation by the
board established by subsection (g).’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘‘(g) OVERSIGHT BOARDS.—(1) The Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology,
and Logistics shall convene, for each site at
which the chemical munitions stockpile is
stored, an independent oversight board com-
posed of—

‘‘(A) the Secretary of the Army;
‘‘(B) the Director of the Federal Emergency

Management Agency;
‘‘(C) the Administrator of the Environmental

Protection Agency;
‘‘(D) the President of the National Academy

of Sciences;
‘‘(E) the Governor of the State in which the

site is located; and
‘‘(F) one individual designated by the Under

Secretary from a list of three local representa-
tives of the area in which the site is located,
prepared jointly by the Member of the House of
Representatives who represents the Congres-
sional District in which the site is located and
the Senators representing the State in which the
site is located.

‘‘(2) Not later than six months after each such
board is convened, the board shall make a rec-
ommendation to the Under Secretary whether
the destruction of the chemical munitions stock-
pile should be initiated at the site.

‘‘(3) The Under Secretary may not recommend
initiation of destruction of the chemical muni-
tions stockpile at a site after considering a nega-
tive recommendation of the board until 90 days
after the Under Secretary provides notice to
Congress of the intent to recommend initiation
of destruction.’’.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2002 for the use of the De-
partment of Defense for research, development,
test, and evaluation as follows:

(1) For the Army, $6,749,025,000.
(2) For the Navy, $10,863,274,000.
(3) For the Air Force, $14,455,653,000.
(4) For Defense-wide activities, $15,591,978,000,

of which $217,355,000 is authorized for the Direc-
tor of Operational Test and Evaluation.
SEC. 202. AMOUNT FOR BASIC AND APPLIED RE-

SEARCH.
(a) FISCAL YEAR 2002.—Of the amounts au-

thorized to be appropriated by section 201,

$4,973,843,000 shall be available for basic re-
search and applied research projects.

(b) BASIC RESEARCH AND APPLIED RESEARCH
DEFINED.—For purposes of this section, the term
‘‘basic research and applied research’’ means
work funded in program elements for defense re-
search and development under Department of
Defense category 6.1 or 6.2.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations

SEC. 211. COOPERATIVE DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE-DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS
AFFAIRS MEDICAL RESEARCH PRO-
GRAM.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by
section 201(4), $5,000,000 shall be available for
the cooperative Department of Defense/Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs medical research pro-
gram. The Secretary of Defense shall transfer
such amount to the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs for such purpose not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 212. ADVANCED LAND ATTACK MISSILE PRO-

GRAM.
(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Secretary of

Defense shall establish a competitive program
for the development of an advanced land attack
missile for the DD–21 land attack destroyer and
other naval combatants.

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary of Defense shall
submit to the congressional defense committees,
with the submission of the budget request for
the Department of Defense for fiscal year 2003,
a report providing the program plan for the Ad-
vanced Land Attack Missile program, the sched-
ule for that program, and funding required for
that program.

(c) FUNDING.—Of the amount authorized to be
appropriated under section 201(2) for research,
development, test, and evaluation for the Navy,
$20,000,000 shall be available in PE 0603795N for
the Advanced Land Attack Missile program.
SEC. 213. COLLABORATIVE PROGRAM FOR DEVEL-

OPMENT OF ADVANCED RADAR SYS-
TEMS FOR NAVAL APPLICATIONS.

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Defense shall carry out a program to develop
and demonstrate advanced technologies and
concepts leading to advanced radar systems for
naval and other applications.

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM.—The program
under subsection (a) shall be carried out col-
laboratively pursuant to a memorandum of
agreement to be entered into by the Director of
Defense Research and Engineering, the Sec-
retary of the Navy, and the Director of the De-
fense Advanced Research Projects Agency. The
program shall include the following activities:

(1) Activities needed to develop and deploy ad-
vanced electronics materials, including specifi-
cally wide band gap electronics components
needed to extend the range and sensitivity of
naval radars.

(2) Identification of acquisition systems for
use of the new technology.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than January 31, 2002,
the Director of Defense Research and Engineer-
ing, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Director
of the Defense Advanced Research Projects
Agency shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a joint report on the implemen-
tation of the program under subsection (a). The
report shall include the following:

(1) A description of the memorandum of agree-
ment referred to in subsection (b).

(2) A schedule for the program.
(3) Identification of the funding required for

fiscal year 2003 and for the future-years defense
program to carry out the program.

(4) A list of program capability goals and ob-
jectives.

(d) FUNDING.—(1) Of the amount authorized
to be appropriated for Defense-wide activities by
section 201(4) for the Defense Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency, $41,000,000 shall be
available for applied research and maturation of
high frequency and high power wide band gap

semiconductor electronics technology to carry
out the program under subsection (a).

(2) Of the amount authorized to be appro-
priated by section 201(2) for the Department of
the Navy, $15,500,000 shall be available to carry
out the program under subsection (a).

Subtitle C—Ballistic Missile Defense
SEC. 231. TRANSFER OF RESPONSIBILITY FOR

PROCUREMENT FOR MISSILE DE-
FENSE PROGRAMS FROM BALLISTIC
MISSILE DEFENSE ORGANIZATION
TO MILITARY DEPARTMENTS.

(a) BUDGETING OF MISSILE DEFENSE PROCURE-
MENT AUTHORITY.—(1) Subsection (a) of section
224 of title 10, United States Code is amended by
striking ‘‘procurement’’ both places it appears
and inserting ‘‘research, development, test, and
evaluation’’.

(2) Such section is further amended by strik-
ing subsections (b) and (c) and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(b) COVERED PROGRAMS.—Subsection (a) ap-
plies to any ballistic missile defense program for
which research, development, test, and evalua-
tion is carried out by the Ballistic Missile De-
fense Organization.’’.

(3)(A) The heading of that section is amended
to read as follows:
‘‘§ 224. Ballistic missile defense programs: dis-

play of amounts for research, development,
test, and evaluation’’.
(B) The item relating to section 224 in the

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 9 of
such title is amended to read as follows:
‘‘224. Ballistic missile defense programs: display

of amounts for research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation.’’.

(b) TRANSFER CRITERIA.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall establish, and submit to the congres-
sional defense committees, criteria for the trans-
fer of ballistic missile defense programs from the
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization to the
military departments. Those criteria shall, at a
minimum, address technical maturity of the pro-
gram, availability of facilities for production,
and service commitment to procurement fund-
ing.

(c) NOTIFICATION OF TRANSFER.—Before re-
sponsibility for a ballistic missile defense pro-
gram is transferred from the Ballistic Missile
Defense Organization to the Secretary of a mili-
tary department, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to the congressional defense committees
notice in writing of the Secretary’s intent to
make that transfer. The Secretary shall include
with such notice a certification that the pro-
gram has met the criteria established under sub-
section (b) for such a transfer. The transfer may
then be carried out after the end of the 60-day
period beginning on the date of such notice.
SEC. 232. REPEAL OF PROGRAM ELEMENT RE-

QUIREMENTS FOR BALLISTIC MIS-
SILE DEFENSE PROGRAMS.

(a) REPEAL.—Section 223 of title 10, United
States Code, is repealed.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 9 of such title
is amended by striking the item relating to sec-
tion 223.
SEC. 233. SUPPORT OF BALLISTIC MISSILE DE-

FENSE ACTIVITIES OF THE DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE BY THE NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE LABORATORIES OF
THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY.

(a) FUNDS TO CARRY OUT CERTAIN BALLISTIC
MISSILE DEFENSE ACTIVITIES.—Of the amounts
authorized to be appropriated to the Department
of Defense pursuant to section 201(4), $25,000,000
shall be available, subject to subsection (b) and
at the discretion of the Director of the Ballistic
Missile Defense Organization, for research, de-
velopment, and demonstration activities at the
national laboratories of the Department of En-
ergy in support of the missions of the Ballistic
Missile Defense Organization, including the fol-
lowing activities:

(1) Technology development, concept dem-
onstration, and integrated testing to enhance
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performance, reduce risk, and improve reli-
ability in hit-to-kill interceptors for ballistic mis-
sile defense.

(2) Support for science and engineering teams
to assess critical technical problems and prudent
alternative approaches as agreed upon by the
Director of the Ballistic Missile Defense Organi-
zation and the Administrator for Nuclear Secu-
rity.

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR MATCHING FUNDS FROM
NNSA.—Funds shall be available as provided in
subsection (a) only if the Administrator for Nu-
clear Security makes available matching funds
for the activities referred to in subsection (a).

(c) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—The
activities referred to in subsection (a) shall be
carried out under the memorandum of under-
standing entered into by the Secretary of En-
ergy and the Secretary of Defense for the use of
national laboratories for ballistic missile defense
programs, as required by section 3131 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1998 (Public Law 105–85; 111 Stat. 2034)
and modified pursuant to section 3132 of the
Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into
law by Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–455)
to provide for jointly funded projects.
SEC. 234. MISSILE DEFENSE TESTING INITIATIVE.

(a) TESTING INFRASTRUCTURE.—(1) The Sec-
retary of Defense shall ensure that each annual
budget request of the Department of Defense—

(A) is designed to provide for comprehensive
testing of ballistic missile defense programs dur-
ing early stages of development; and

(B) includes necessary funding to support and
improve test infrastructure and provide ade-
quate test assets for the testing of such pro-
grams.

(2) The Secretary shall ensure that ballistic
missile defense programs incorporate, to the
greatest possible extent, operationally realistic
test configurations (referred to as ‘‘test bed’’
configurations) to demonstrate system perform-
ance across a broad range of capability and,
during final stages of operational testing, to
demonstrate reliable performance.

(3) The Secretary shall ensure that the test in-
frastructure for ballistic missile defense pro-
grams is capable of supporting continued testing
of ballistic missile defense systems after deploy-
ment.

(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR EARLY STAGES OF SYS-
TEM DEVELOPMENT.—In order to demonstrate
acceptable risk and developmental stability, the
Secretary of Defense shall ensure that any bal-
listic missile defense program incorporates, to
the maximum extent practicable, the following
elements during the early stages of system devel-
opment:

(1) Pursuit of parallel conceptual approaches
and technological paths for all critical problem-
atic components until effective and reliable solu-
tions can be demonstrated.

(2) Comprehensive ground testing in conjunc-
tion with flight-testing for key elements of the
proposed system that are considered to present
high risk, with such ground testing to make use
of existing facilities and combinations of facili-
ties that support testing at the highest possible
levels of integration.

(3) Where appropriate, expenditures to en-
hance the capabilities of existing test facilities,
or to construct new test facilities, to support al-
ternative complementary test methodologies.

(4) Sufficient funding of test instrumentation
to ensure accurate measurement of all critical
test events and, where possible, incorporation of
mobile assets to enhance flexibility in test con-
figurations.

(5) Incorporation into the program of suffi-
cient schedule flexibility and expendable test as-
sets, including missile interceptors and targets,
to ensure that failed or aborted tests can be re-
peated in a prudent, but expeditious manner.

(6) Incorporation into flight-test planning for
the program, where possible, of—

(A) methods referred to as ‘‘campaign testing’’
and ‘‘test through failure’’ and other appro-
priate test methods in order to reduce costs per
test event;

(B) events to demonstrate engagement of mul-
tiple targets, ‘‘shoot-look-shoot’’, and other
planned operational concepts; and

(C) exploitation of opportunities to facilitate
early development and demonstration of ‘‘family
of systems’’ concepts.

(c) SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS FOR GROUND-
BASED MID-COURSE INTERCEPTOR SYSTEMS.—
For ground-based mid-course interceptor sys-
tems, the Secretary of Defense shall initiate
steps during fiscal year 2002 to establish a
flight-test capability of launching not less than
three missile defense interceptors and not less
than two ballistic missile targets to provide a re-
alistic test infrastructure.
SEC. 235. MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEM TEST BED

FACILITIES.
(a) AUTHORITY TO ACQUIRE OR CONSTRUCT

FACILITIES.—(1) The Secretary of Defense, using
funds appropriated to the Department of De-
fense for research, development, test, and eval-
uation for fiscal years after fiscal year 2001 that
are available for programs of the Ballistic Mis-
sile Defense Organization, may carry out con-
struction projects, or portions of construction
projects, including projects for the acquisition,
improvement, or construction of facilities of gen-
eral utility, to establish and operate the Missile
Defense System Test Bed Facilities.

(2) The authority provided in paragraph (1)
may be used to acquire, improve, or construct
facilities at a total cost not to exceed
$500,000,000.

(b) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE TO
LOCAL COMMUNITIES.—(1) Subject to paragraph
(2), the Secretary of Defense, using funds appro-
priated to the Department of Defense for re-
search, development, test, and evaluation for
fiscal years after fiscal year 2001 that are avail-
able for programs of the Ballistic Missile De-
fense Organization, may provide assistance, by
grant or otherwise, to local communities to meet
the need for increased municipal or community
services or facilities resulting from the construc-
tion, installation, or operation of the Missile De-
fense System Test Bed Facilities.

(2) Assistance may be provided to a commu-
nity under paragraph (1) only if the Secretary
of Defense determines that there is an immediate
and substantial increase in the need for munic-
ipal or community services or facilities as a di-
rect result of the construction, installation, or
operation of the Missile Defense System Test
Bed Facilities.

Subtitle D—Other Matters
SEC. 241. ESTABLISHMENT OF UNMANNED AER-

IAL VEHICLE JOINT OPERATIONAL
TEST BED SYSTEM.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TEST BED SYSTEM.—
The commander of the United States Joint
Forces Command shall establish a capability (re-
ferred to as a ‘‘test bed’’) within the facilities
and resources of that command to evaluate and
ensure joint interoperability of unmanned aerial
vehicle systems. That capability shall be inde-
pendent of the military departments and shall
be managed directly by the Joint Forces Com-
mand.

(b) REQUIRED TRANSFER OF PREDATOR UAV
ASSETS.—The Secretary of the Navy shall trans-
fer to the commander of the Joint Forces Com-
mand the two Predator unmanned aerial vehi-
cles currently undergoing operational testing by
the Navy, together with associated payloads
and antennas and the associated tactical con-
trol system (TCS) ground station.

(c) USE BY JOINT FORCES COMMAND.—The
items transferred pursuant to subsection (a) may
be used by the commander of the United States
Joint Forces Command only through the inde-
pendent joint operational test bed system estab-
lished pursuant to subsection (a) for testing of
those items, including further development of

the associated tactical control system (TCS)
ground station, other aspects of unmanned aer-
ial vehicle interoperability, and participation in
such experiments and exercises as the com-
mander considers appropriate to the mission of
that command.

(d) DEADLINE FOR TRANSFERS.—The transfers
required by subsection (b) shall be completed not
later than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

(e) TRANSFER WHEN NO LONGER REQUIRED BY
JOINT FORCES COMMAND.—Upon a determina-
tion by the commander of the United States
Joint Forces Command that any of the items
transferred pursuant to subsection (a) are no
longer needed by that command for use as pro-
vided in subsection (c), those items shall be
transferred to the Secretary of the Air Force.
SEC. 242. DEMONSTRATION PROJECT TO IN-

CREASE SMALL BUSINESS AND UNI-
VERSITY PARTICIPATION IN OFFICE
OF NAVAL RESEARCH EFFORTS TO
EXTEND BENEFITS OF SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY RESEARCH TO FLEET.

(a) PROJECT REQUIRED.—The Secretary of the
Navy, acting through the Chief of Naval Re-
search, shall carry out a demonstration project
to increase access to Navy facilities of small
businesses and universities that are engaged in
science and technology research beneficial to
the fleet.

(b) PROJECT ELEMENTS.—In carrying out the
demonstration project, the Secretary shall—

(1) establish and operate a Navy Technology
Extension Center at a location to be selected by
the Secretary;

(2) permit participants in the Small Business
Innovation Research Program (SBIR) and Small
Business Technology Transfer Program (STTR)
that are awarded contracts by Office of Naval
Research to acccess and use Navy facilities
without charge for purposes of carrying out
such contracts; and

(3) permit universities, institutions of higher
learning, and Federally Funded Research and
Development Centers (FFRDC) collaborating
with SBIR and STTR participants to use Navy
facilities.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than February 1, 2004,
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a report
on the demonstration project. The report shall
include a description of the activities carried out
under the demonstration project and any rec-
ommendations for the improvement or expansion
of the demonstration project that the Secretary
considers appropriate.
SEC. 243. MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITY FOR

NAVY MINE COUNTERMEASURES
PROGRAMS.

Section 216(a) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993
(Public Law 102–190; 105 Stat. 1317), as most re-
cently amended by section 211 of the Strom
Thurmond National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1999 (Public Law 105–261; 112
Stat. 1946), is amended by striking ‘‘through
2003’’ and inserting ‘‘through 2008’’.
SEC. 244. PROGRAM TO ACCELERATE THE INTRO-

DUCTION OF INNOVATIVE TECH-
NOLOGY IN DEFENSE ACQUISITION
PROGRAMS.

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Defense shall carry out a program to provide op-
portunities for the increased introduction of in-
novative and cost-saving technology in acquisi-
tion programs of the Department of Defense.
The program, to be known as the Challenge Pro-
gram, shall provide an individual or activity
within or outside the Department of Defense
with the opportunity to propose alternatives, to
be known as challenge proposals, at the compo-
nent, subsystem, or system level of an existing
Department of Defense acquisition program that
would result in improvements in performance,
affordability, manufacturability, or operational
capability at the component, subsystem, or sys-
tem level of that acquisition program.

(b) PANEL.—(1) In carrying out the Challenge
Program, the Secretary of Defense shall estab-
lish a panel of highly qualified scientists and
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engineers (hereinafter in this section referred to
as the ‘‘Panel’’) under the auspices of the Under
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics. The duty of the Panel
shall be to carry out review and evaluation of
challenge proposals under subsection (c).

(2) A member of the Panel may not participate
in any review and evaluation of a challenge
proposal under subsection (c) if at any time
within the previous five years that member has,
in any capacity, participated in or been affili-
ated with the Department of Defense program
for which the challenge proposal is proposed.

(c) REVIEW AND EVALUATION OF CHALLENGE
PROPOSALS.—(1) Under procedures prescribed by
the Secretary, an individual or activity within
or outside the Department of Defense may sub-
mit challenge proposals to the Panel.

(2) The Panel shall carry out an expedited
evaluation of each challenge proposal submitted
under paragraph (1) to determine whether a
prima facie case has been made that the chal-
lenge proposal will result in improvements in
performance, affordability, manufacturability,
or operational capability at the component, sub-
system, or system level of the applicable acquisi-
tion program. If the Panel determines that such
a case has not been made, the Panel may turn
down the challenge proposal. In any other case,
the Panel shall provide for a full review of the
challenge proposal under paragraph (3).

(3) In carrying out a full review of a challenge
proposal, the Panel shall ensure the following:

(A) Any incumbent that would be displaced by
the implementation of the challenge proposal is
provided notice of the challenge proposal and a
full opportunity to demonstrate why the chal-
lenge proposal should not be implemented.

(B) Notice of the full review of the challenge
proposal is published in one or more appropriate
commercial publications of national circulation.

(C) If one or more other challenge proposals
are submitted on matters relating to the chal-
lenge proposal being reviewed, the Panel shall,
to the maximum extent practicable, carry out a
full review of those other challenge proposals to-
gether with the full review of the original chal-
lenge proposal.

(4) The Secretary of Defense shall ensure that
the Panel, in carrying out review and evalua-
tion of challenge proposals under this sub-
section, has the authority to call upon the tech-
nical resources of the laboratories, research, de-
velopment, and engineering centers, test and
evaluation activities, and other elements of the
Department.

(d) FINDINGS OF SUBSTANTIAL SUPERIORITY.—
If, after the full review of a challenge proposal
is completed, the Panel finds that the challenge
proposal will result in improvements in perform-
ance, affordability, manufacturability, or oper-
ational capability at the component, subsystem,
or system level of the applicable acquisition pro-
gram that are substantially superior to that of
the incumbent, the Panel shall submit that find-
ing to the Under Secretary.

(e) ACTION UPON FINDINGS.—Upon receiving a
finding under subsection (d), the Under Sec-
retary shall carry out a plan to acquire and im-
plement the challenge proposal with respect to
which the finding was made. The Secretary
shall carry out such plan—

(1) after canceling the contract of any incum-
bent that would be displaced by the implementa-
tion of the challenge proposal; or

(2) after an appropriate program milestone
(such as the expiration of such a contract) has
been reached.

(f) ELIMINATION OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.—
In carrying out each review and evaluation
under subsection (c), the Secretary shall ensure
the elimination of conflicts of interest.

(g) FUNDING.—Of the funds authorized to be
appropriated by section 201(4) for Defense-wide
research, development, test, and evaluation for
fiscal year 2002, $40,000,000 shall be available in
PE 63826D8Z for the Challenge Program re-
quired by this section.

(h) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit to
Congress, with the submission of the budget re-
quest for the Department of Defense for each
fiscal year beginning with fiscal year 2003, a re-
port on the implementation of this section. The
report shall include the number and scope of
challenge proposals submitted, reviewed and
evaluated, found to be substantially superior,
and implemented.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FUND-

ING.
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-

priated for fiscal year 2002 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies
of the Department of Defense for expenses, not
otherwise provided for, for operation and main-
tenance, in amounts as follows:

(1) For the Army, $21,015,280,000.
(2) For the Navy, $26,587,962,000.
(3) For the Marine Corps, $2,898,114,000.
(4) For the Air Force, $25,811,462,000.
(5) For Defense-wide activities, $11,922,131,000.
(6) For the Army Reserve, $1,814,246,000.
(7) For the Naval Reserve, $1,003,690,000.
(8) For the Marine Corps Reserve,

$144,023,000.
(9) For the Air Force Reserve, $2,017,866,000.
(10) For the Army National Guard,

$3,705,359,000.
(11) For the Air National Guard,

$3,967,361,000.
(12) For the Defense Inspector General,

$152,021,000.
(13) For the United States Court of Appeals

for the Armed Forces, $9,096,000.
(14) For Environmental Restoration, Army,

$389,800,000.
(15) For Environmental Restoration, Navy,

$257,517,000.
(16) For Environmental Restoration, Air

Force, $385,437,000.
(17) For Environmental Restoration, Defense-

wide, $23,492,000.
(18) For Environmental Restoration, Formerly

Used Defense Sites, $190,255,000.
(19) For Overseas Humanitarian, Disaster,

and Civic Aid programs, $49,700,000.
(20) For Drug Interdiction and Counter-drug

Activities, Defense-wide, $820,381,000.
(21) For the Kaho’olawe Island Conveyance,

Remediation, and Environmental Restoration
Trust Fund, $25,000,000.

(22) For Defense Health Program,
$17,570,750,000.

(23) For Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
grams, $403,000,000.

(24) For Overseas Contingency Operations
Transfer Fund, $2,844,226,000.

(25) Support for International Sporting Com-
petitions, Defense, $15,800,000.
SEC. 302. WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2002 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies
of the Department of Defense for providing cap-
ital for working capital and revolving funds in
amounts as follows:

(1) For the Defense Working Capital Funds,
$1,951,986,000.

(2) For the National Defense Sealift Fund,
$407,708,000.
SEC. 303. ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME.

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 2002 from the Armed Forces Re-
tirement Home Trust Fund the sum of
$71,440,000 for the operation of the Armed
Forces Retirement Home, including the United
States Soldiers’ and Airmen’s Home and the
Naval Home.
SEC. 304. TRANSFER FROM NATIONAL DEFENSE

STOCKPILE TRANSACTION FUND.
(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—To the extent pro-

vided in appropriations Acts, not more than

$150,000,000 is authorized to be transferred from
the National Defense Stockpile Transaction
Fund to operation and maintenance accounts
for fiscal year 2002 in amounts as follows:

(1) For the Army, $50,000,000.
(2) For the Navy, $50,000,000.
(3) For the Air Force, $50,000,000.
(b) TREATMENT OF TRANSFERS.—Amounts

transferred under this section—
(1) shall be merged with, and be available for

the same purposes and the same period as, the
amounts in the accounts to which transferred;
and

(2) may not be expended for an item that has
been denied authorization of appropriations by
Congress.

(c) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER TRANSFER AU-
THORITY.—The transfer authority provided in
this section is in addition to the transfer author-
ity provided in section 1001.

Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions
SEC. 311. INVENTORY OF EXPLOSIVE RISK SITES

AT FORMER MILITARY RANGES.
(a) INVENTORY REQUIRED.—(1) Chapter 160 of

title 10, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section:
‘‘§ 2710. Former military ranges: inventory of

explosive risk sites; use of inventory; public
safety issues
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) The term ‘former military range’ means a

military range presently located in the United
States that—

‘‘(A) is or was owned by, leased to, or other-
wise possessed or used by the Federal Govern-
ment;

‘‘(B) is designated as a closed, transferred, or
transferring military range (rather than as an
active or inactive range); or

‘‘(C) is or was used as a site for the disposal
of military munitions or for the use of military
munitions in training or research, development,
testing, and evaluation.

‘‘(2) The term ‘abandoned military munitions’
means unexploded ordnance and other aban-
doned military munitions, including components
thereof and chemical weapons materiel, that
pose a threat to human health or safety.

‘‘(3) The term ‘State’ includes the District of
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
and the territories and possessions.

‘‘(4) The term ‘United States’, in a geographic
sense, includes the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico and the territories and possessions.

‘‘(b) INVENTORY REQUIRED.—(1) The Secretary
of Defense shall develop and maintain an inven-
tory of former military ranges that are known or
suspected to contain abandoned military muni-
tions.

‘‘(2) The information for each former military
range in the inventory shall include, at a min-
imum, the following:

‘‘(A) A unique identifier for the range and its
current designation as either a closed, trans-
ferred, or transferring range.

‘‘(B) An appropriate record showing the loca-
tion, boundaries, and extent of the range, in-
cluding identification of the State and political
subdivisions of the State in which the range is
located and any Tribal lands encompassed by
the range.

‘‘(C) Known persons and entities, other than
a military department, with any current owner-
ship interest or control of lands encompassed by
the range.

‘‘(D) Any restrictions or other land use con-
trols currently in place that might affect the po-
tential for public and environmental exposure to
abandoned military munitions.

‘‘(c) SITE PRIORITIZATION.—(1) With respect to
each former military range included on the in-
ventory, the Secretary of Defense shall assign
the range a relative priority for response activi-
ties based on the overall conditions at the range.
The level of response priority assigned the range
shall be included with the information required
by subsection (b)(2) to be maintained for the
range.
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‘‘(2) In assigning the response priority for a

former military range, the Secretary of Defense
shall primarily consider factors relating to safe-
ty and environmental hazard potential, such as
the following:

‘‘(A) Whether there are known, versus sus-
pected, abandoned military munitions on all or
any portion of the range and the types of muni-
tions present or suspected to be present.

‘‘(B) Whether public access to the range is
controlled, and the effectiveness of these con-
trols.

‘‘(C) The potential for direct human contact
with abandoned military munitions at the range
and evidence of people entering the range.

‘‘(D) Whether a response action has been or is
being undertaken at the range under the For-
merly Used Defense Sites program or other pro-
grams.

‘‘(E) The planned or mandated dates for
transfer of the range from military control.

‘‘(F) The extent of any documented incidents
involving abandoned military munitions at or
from the range. In this subparagraph, the term
‘incidents’ means any or all of the following: ex-
plosions, discoveries, injuries, reports, and in-
vestigations.

‘‘(G) The potential for drinking water con-
tamination or the release of weapon components
into the air.

‘‘(H) The potential for destruction of sensitive
ecosystems and damage to natural resources.

‘‘(d) UPDATES AND AVAILABILITY.—(1) The
Secretary of Defense shall annually update the
inventory and site prioritization list to reflect
new information that becomes available. The in-
ventory shall be available in published and elec-
tronic form.

‘‘(2) The Secretary of Defense shall work with
adjacent communities to provide information
concerning conditions at the former military
range and response activities, and shall respond
to inquiries. At a minimum, the Secretary shall
notify immediately affected individuals, appro-
priate State, local, tribal, and Federal officials,
and, when appropriate, civil defense or emer-
gency management agencies.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:
‘‘2710. Former military ranges: inventory of ex-

plosive risk sites; use of inventory;
public safety issues.’’.

(b) INITIAL INVENTORY.—The inventory re-
quired by section 2710 of title 10, United States
Code, as added by subsection (a), shall be com-
pleted and made available not later than one
year after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 312. NATIONAL SECURITY IMPACT STATE-

MENTS.
(a) EVALUATION OF NATIONAL SECURITY IM-

PACTS REQUIRED.—(1) Chapter 160 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 2710, as added by section 311, the
following new section:
‘‘§ 2711. Environmental impact statements and

environmental assessments: evaluation of
national security impacts of proposed ac-
tion and alternatives
‘‘(a) AGENCY ACTION.—Whenever an environ-

mental impact statement or environmental as-
sessment is required under section 102 of the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4332) to be prepared in connection with a
proposed Department of Defense action, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall include as a part of the
environmental impact statement or environ-
mental assessment a detailed evaluation of the
impact of the proposed action, and each alter-
native to the proposed action considered in the
statement or assessment, on national security,
including the readiness, training, testing, and
operations of the armed forces.

‘‘(b) AGENCY INPUT.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall also include the evaluation required
by subsection (a) in any input provided by the
Department of Defense as a cooperating agency

to a lead agency preparing an environmental
impact statement or environmental assess-
ment.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:
‘‘2711. Environmental impact statements and en-

vironmental assessments: evalua-
tion of national security impacts
of proposed action and alter-
natives.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 2711 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall take effect on the date of the enactment of
this Act and apply with respect to any environ-
mental impact statement or environmental as-
sessment prepared by the Secretary of Defense
that has not been released in final form as of
that date.
SEC. 313. REIMBURSEMENT FOR CERTAIN COSTS

IN CONNECTION WITH HOOPER
SANDS SITE, SOUTH BERWICK,
MAINE.

Using amounts authorized to be appropriated
by section 301(15) for environmental restoration
for the Navy, the Secretary of the Navy may
pay $1,005,478 to the Hooper Sands Special Ac-
count within the Hazardous Substance Super-
fund established by section 9507 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 9507) to reim-
burse the Environmental Protection Agency in
full for certain response costs incurred by the
Environmental Protection Agency for actions
taken pursuant to the Comprehensive Environ-
mental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.) at the Hooper
Sands site in South Berwick, Maine, pursuant
to an interagency agreement entered into by the
Department of the Navy and the Environmental
Protection Agency in January 2001.
SEC. 314. RIVER MITIGATION STUDIES.

(a) PORT OF ORANGE, SABINE RIVER.—The
Secretary of Defense may conduct a study re-
garding mitigation needs in connection with
protruding structures and submerged objects re-
maining from the World War II Navy ship build-
ing industry located at the former Navy instal-
lation in Orange, Texas, which create naviga-
tional hazards along the Sabine River and sur-
rounding the Port of Orange.

(b) PHILADELPHIA NAVAL SHIPYARD, DELA-
WARE RIVER.—The Secretary of Defense may
conduct a study regarding mitigation needs in
connection with floating and partially sub-
merged debris possibly relating to the Philadel-
phia Naval Shipyard in that portion of the
Delaware River from Philadelphia to the mouth
of the river which create navigational hazards
along the river.

(c) USE OF EXISTING INFORMATION.—In con-
ducting the studies authorized by this section,
the Secretary shall take into account any infor-
mation available from other studies conducted
in connection with the same navigation chan-
nels.

(d) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall con-
duct the studies authorized by this section in
consultation with appropriate State and local
government entities and Federal agencies.

(e) REPORT ON STUDY RESULTS.—Not later
than April 30, 2002, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the Committee on Armed Services
of the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate a report
that summarizes the results of the studies con-
ducted under this section.

(f) COST SHARING.—Nothing in this section is
intended to require non-Federal cost sharing of
the costs incurred by the Secretary of Defense to
conduct the studies authorized by this section.

(g) REMOVAL AUTHORITY.—Consistent with
existing laws, using funds authorized to be ap-
propriated for these purposes, and after pro-
viding notice to Congress, the Secretary of De-
fense may work with the other Federal, State,
local, and private entities—

(1) to remove the protruding structures and
submerged objects along the Sabine River and

surrounding the Port of Orange that resulted
from the abandonment of the ship building in-
dustry and Navy installation in Orange, Texas;
and

(2) to remove floating and partially submerged
debris in the portion of the Delaware River sub-
ject to the study under subsection (b).

(h) RELATION TO OTHER LAWS AND AGREE-
MENTS.—This section is not intended to modify
any authorities provided to the Secretary of the
Army by the Water Resources Development Act
of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2201 et seq.), nor is it intended
to modify any non-Federal cost-sharing respon-
sibilities outlined in any local cooperation
agreements.
SEC. 315. ELIMINATION OF ANNUAL REPORT ON

CONTRACTOR REIMBURSEMENT FOR
COSTS OF ENVIRONMENTAL RE-
SPONSE ACTIONS.

Section 2706 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking subsection (c).

Subtitle C—Commissaries and
Nonappropriated Fund Instrumentalities

SEC. 321. RESERVE COMPONENT COMMISSARY
BENEFITS.

(a) ELIGIBILITY FOR COMMISSARY BENEFITS.—
Section 1063 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking subsection (a);
(2) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) as

subsections (d) and (e), respectively; and
(3) by inserting after the section heading the

following new subsections:
‘‘(a) ELIGIBILITY.—Subject to subsection (c),

the Secretary concerned shall authorize mem-
bers of the Ready Reserve described in sub-
section (b) to have 24 days of eligibility to use
commissary stores of the Department of Defense
for any calendar year.

‘‘(b) COVERED MEMBERS.—Subsection (a) ap-
plies with respect to the following members of
the Ready Reserve:

‘‘(1) A member of the Selected Reserve who is
satisfactorily participating in required training
as prescribed in section 10147(a)(1) of this title
or section 502(a) of title 32 in that calendar
year.

‘‘(2) A member of the Ready Reserve (other
than a member described in paragraph (1)) who
satisfactorily completes 50 or more points cred-
ible under section 12732(a)(2) of this title in that
calendar year.

‘‘(c) REDUCED NUMBER OF COMMISSARY VISITS
FOR NEW MEMBERS.—The number of commissary
visits authorized for a member of the Selected
Reserve described in subsection (b)(1) who enters
the Selected Reserve after the beginning of the
calendar year shall be equal to twice the number
of full months remaining in the calendar year.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The heading
of such section is amended to read as follows:
‘‘§ 1063. Use of commissary stores: members of

Ready Reserve’’.
(2) The table of sections at the beginning of

chapter 54 of such title is amended by striking
the item relating to section 1063 and inserting
the following new item:
‘‘1063. Use of commissary stores: members of

Ready Reserve.’’.
SEC. 322. REIMBURSEMENT FOR NONCOM-

MISSARY USE OF COMMISSARY FA-
CILITIES.

Section 2685 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘‘(f) REIMBURSEMENT FOR NONCOMMISSARY
USE OF COMMISSARY FACILITIES.—(1) If the Sec-
retary concerned uses for noncommissary pur-
poses a commissary facility whose construction
was financed (in whole or in part) using the
proceeds of adjustments or surcharges author-
ized by subsection (a) or revenues referred to in
subsection (e), the Secretary concerned shall re-
imburse the commissary surcharge account for
the depreciated value of the investment made
with such proceeds and revenues.

‘‘(2) In paragraph (1), the term ‘construction’
has the meaning given such term in subsection
(d)(2).’’.
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SEC. 323. CIVIL RECOVERY FOR NON-

APPROPRIATED FUND INSTRUMEN-
TALITY COSTS RELATED TO SHOP-
LIFTING.

Section 3701(b)(1)(B) of title 31, United States
Code, is amended by inserting before the comma
at the end the following: ‘‘, including actual
and administrative costs related to shoplifting,
theft detection, and theft prevention’’.

Subtitle D—Workforce and Depot Issues
SEC. 331. FISCAL YEAR 2002 LIMITATIONS ON

WORKFORCE REVIEWS.
(a) WORKFORCE REVIEW DEFINED.—In this

section, the term ‘‘workforce review’’ has the
meaning given the term in section 2461a(a) of
title 10, United States Code.

(b) LIMITED NUMBER OF FULL-TIME EQUIVA-
LENT POSITIONS REVIEWED.—During fiscal year
2002, the total number of full-time equivalent
positions considered for possible change to per-
formance by the private sector through the per-
formance of a workforce review may not exceed
the following:

(1) 328, in the case of full-time equivalent po-
sitions for civilian employees of the Department
of the Army;

(2) 453, in the case of full-time equivalent po-
sitions for civilian employees of the Department
of the Navy;

(3) 936, in the case of full-time equivalent po-
sitions for civilian employees of the Department
of the Air Force; and

(4) 1,336, in the case of full-time equivalent
positions for civilian employees of the Depart-
ment of Defense, other than civilian employees
of a military department.

(c) ADDITIONAL LIMITATION.—None of the
full-time equivalent positions for civilian em-
ployees of the Department of the Navy that may
be considered in a workforce review during fis-
cal year 2002 may involve civilian employees
who perform functions on behalf of the Marine
Corps.
SEC. 332. APPLICABILITY OF CORE LOGISTICS CA-

PABILITY REQUIREMENTS TO NU-
CLEAR AIRCRAFT CARRIERS.

Section 2464(a)(3) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘nuclear aircraft
carriers’’ and inserting ‘‘nuclear refueling of
aircraft carriers’’.
SEC. 333. CONTINUATION OF CONTRACTOR MAN-

POWER REPORTING SYSTEM IN DE-
PARTMENT OF THE ARMY.

Section 343 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law
106–65; 113 Stat. 569) is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting the
following new subsection (a):

‘‘(a) REPORTING REQUIREMENT FOR DEPART-
MENT OF THE ARMY.—(1) Not later than March
1 of each fiscal year, the Secretary of the Army
shall submit to Congress a report describing the
use during the previous fiscal year of non-Fed-
eral entities to provide services to the Depart-
ment of the Army.

‘‘(2) The data collection required to prepare
the report is deemed to be in compliance with
the requirements of chapter 35 of title 44, United
States Code, commonly known as the Paperwork
Reduction Act.

‘‘(3) The report required by this section is
needed to comply with sections 115a and 129a of
title 10, United States Code, and is not a pro-
curement action.’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘Department of Defense’’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Department of
the Army’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘‘(d) GAO EVALUATION.—Not later than 60
days after the Secretary submits to Congress the
report required under subsection (a) for a fiscal
year, the Comptroller General shall submit to
Congress an evaluation of the report.’’.
SEC. 334. LIMITATION ON EXPANSION OF WHOLE-

SALE LOGISTICS MODERNIZATION
PROGRAM.

(a) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the Army
may not authorize the expansion of the Whole-

sale Logistics Modernization Program beyond
the original legacy systems included in the scope
of the contract awarded in December 1999 until
the Secretary certifies to Congress that the origi-
nal legacy systems have been successfully re-
placed.

(b) GAO EVALUATION.—Not later than 60 days
after the Secretary of the Army submits to Con-
gress the certification required under subsection
(a), the Comptroller General shall submit to
Congress an evaluation of the certification.
SEC. 335. PILOT PROJECT FOR EXCLUSION OF

CERTAIN EXPENDITURES FROM LIM-
ITATION ON PRIVATE SECTOR PER-
FORMANCE OF DEPOT-LEVEL MAIN-
TENANCE.

Section 2474 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘‘(g) PILOT PROJECT FOR THE EXCLUSION OF
CERTAIN EXPENDITURES FROM LIMITATION ON
PRIVATE SECTOR PERFORMANCE OF DEPOT-
LEVEL MAINTENANCE.—

‘‘(1) AMOUNTS EXCLUDED.—Amounts expended
out of funds described in paragraph (2) for the
performance of a depot-level maintenance and
repair workload by non-Federal Government
personnel at a Center of Industrial and Tech-
nical Excellence named in paragraph (4) shall
not be counted for the purposes of section
2466(a) of this title if the personnel are provided
by private industry pursuant to a public-private
partnership undertaken by the Center under
subsection (b).

‘‘(2) FUNDS FOR FISCAL YEARS 2002 THROUGH
2006.—The funds referred to in paragraph (1) are
funds available to the Air Force for depot-level
maintenance and repair workloads for fiscal
year 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005, or 2006, and shall not
exceed 10 percent of the total funds available in
any single year.

‘‘(3) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—All funds
covered by paragraph (1) shall be included as a
separate item in the reports required under
paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of section 2466(e) of
this title.

‘‘(4) COVERED CENTERS.—(A) The Centers of
Industrial and Technical Excellence referred to
in paragraph (1) are the following:

‘‘(i) Oklahoma City Air Logistics Center,
Oklahoma.

‘‘(ii) Ogden Air Logistics Center, Utah.
‘‘(iii) Warner-Robins Air Logistics Center,

Georgia.
‘‘(B) The Secretary of the Air Force shall des-

ignate as a Center of Industrial and Technical
Excellence under this section any of the air lo-
gistics centers named in subparagraph (A) that
have not previously been so designated and
shall specify the core competencies for which the
designation is made.’’.
SEC. 336. PROTECTIONS FOR PURCHASERS OF AR-

TICLES AND SERVICES MANUFAC-
TURED OR PERFORMED BY WORK-
ING-CAPITAL FUNDED INDUSTRIAL
FACILITIES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE.

(a) GENERAL RULE.—Section 2563(c) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘in any
case of willful misconduct or gross negligence’’
and inserting ‘‘as provided in paragraph (3)’’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(3) Paragraph (1)(B) does not apply in any
case of willful misconduct or gross negligence or
in the case of a claim by a purchaser of articles
or services under this section that damages or
injury arose from the failure of the Government
to comply with quality, schedule, or cost per-
formance requirements in the contract to pro-
vide the articles or services.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
2474(e)(2)(B)(i) of such title is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘in a case of willful conduct or gross neg-
ligence’’ and inserting ‘‘under the circumstances
described in section 2563(c)(3) of this title’’.

Subtitle E—Defense Dependents Education
SEC. 341. ASSISTANCE TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL

AGENCIES THAT BENEFIT DEPEND-
ENTS OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES AND DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES.

(a) EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES ASSISTANCE.—Of
the amount authorized to be appropriated by
section 301(5) for operation and maintenance for
Defense-wide activities, $30,000,000 shall be
available only for the purpose of providing edu-
cational agencies assistance to local educational
agencies.

(b) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than June 30,
2002, the Secretary of Defense shall notify each
local educational agency that is eligible for edu-
cational agencies assistance for fiscal year 2002
of—

(1) that agency’s eligibility for educational
agencies assistance; and

(2) the amount of the educational agencies as-
sistance for which that agency is eligible.

(c) DISBURSEMENT OF FUNDS.—The Secretary
of Defense shall disburse funds made available
under subsection (a) not later than 30 days after
the date on which notification to the eligible
local educational agencies is provided pursuant
to subsection (b).

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) The term ‘‘educational agencies assist-

ance’’ means assistance authorized under sec-
tion 386(b) of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102–
484; 20 U.S.C. 7703 note).

(2) The term ‘‘local educational agency’’ has
the meaning given that term in section 8013(9) of
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7713(9)).
SEC. 342. AVAILABILITY OF AUXILIARY SERVICES

OF DEFENSE DEPENDENTS’ EDU-
CATION SYSTEM FOR DEPENDENTS
WHO ARE HOME SCHOOL STUDENTS.

Section 1407 of the Defense Dependents’ Edu-
cation Act of 1978 (20 U.S.C. 926) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (e); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘‘(d) AUXILIARY SERVICES AVAILABLE TO HOME
SCHOOL STUDENTS.—(1) A dependent who is
educated in a home school setting, but who is el-
igible to enroll in a school of the defense de-
pendents’ education system, shall be permitted
to use or receive auxiliary services of that school
without being required to either enroll in that
school or register for a minimum number of
courses offered by that school. The dependent
may be required to satisfy other eligibility re-
quirements applicable to students actually en-
rolled in that school who use or receive the same
auxiliary services.

‘‘(2) For purposes of paragraph (1), the term
‘auxiliary services’ includes registration in indi-
vidual courses, use of academic resources, access
to the library of the school, after hours use of
school facilities, and participation in music,
sports, and other extracurricular and inter-
scholastic activities.’’.
SEC. 343. REPORT REGARDING COMPENSATION

FOR TEACHERS EMPLOYED IN
TEACHING POSITIONS IN OVERSEAS
SCHOOLS OPERATED BY THE DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE.

Not later than 180 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to Congress a report evaluating the
method currently used by the Secretary to fix
the basic compensation for teachers and teach-
ing positions in the Department of Defense
under the Defense Department Overseas Teach-
ers Pay and Personnel Practices Act (20 U.S.C.
901 et seq.). The report shall include the rec-
ommendations of the Secretary regarding a pro-
posal to increase such compensation to reflect
the average of the range of rates of basic com-
pensation for similar teaching positions of a
comparable level of duties and responsibilities
for teachers employed in public schools in the
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District of Columbia metropolitan area, which
includes the District of Columbia Public
Schools, Arlington Public Schools, Alexandria
City Public Schools, Fairfax County Public
Schools, Montgomery County Public Schools,
and Prince George’s County Public Schools.

Subtitle F—Other Matters
SEC. 351. AVAILABILITY OF EXCESS DEFENSE

PERSONAL PROPERTY TO SUPPORT
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS INITIATIVE TO ASSIST HOME-
LESS VETERANS.

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—Section 2557(a) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and inserting
‘‘(1) The Secretary’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(2) The Secretary of Defense may make ex-
cess clothing, shoes, sleeping bags, and related
nonlethal excess supplies available to the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs for distribution to
homeless veterans and programs assisting home-
less veterans. The transfer of nonlethal excess
supplies to the Secretary of Veterans Affairs
under this paragraph shall be without reim-
bursement.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The heading
of such section is amended to read as follows:
‘‘§ 2557. Excess nonlethal supplies: availability

for homeless veteran initiatives and human-
itarian relief’’.
(2) The table of sections at the beginning of

chapter 152 of such title is amended by striking
the item relating to section 2557 and inserting
the following new item:

‘‘2557. Excess nonlethal supplies: availability for
homeless veteran initiatives and
humanitarian relief.’’.

SEC. 352. CONTINUATION OF LIMITATIONS ON IM-
PLEMENTATION OF NAVY-MARINE
CORPS INTRANET CONTRACT.

(a) EXCLUSION OF MARINE CORPS.—Subsection
(c) of section 814 of the Floyd D. Spence Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001 (as enacted by Public Law 106–398;
114 Stat. 1654A–215) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘PROHIBITION ON INCREASE OF
RATES CHARGED.—’’ and inserting ‘‘PROHIBI-
TIONS.—(1)’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘fiscal year 2001’’ and inserting
‘‘fiscal year 2002’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(2) The Navy Intranet contract may not in-
clude any activities of the Marine Corps.’’.

(b) LIMITATION ON PHASED IMPLEMENTA-
TION.—Subsection (b)(4) of such section is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘fiscal year 2001’’ both places
it appears and inserting ‘‘fiscal year 2002’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘Marine Corps, the naval ship-
yards, or’’ both places it appears and inserting
‘‘naval shipyards or’’.
SEC. 353. COMPLETION AND EVALUATION OF

CURRENT DEMONSTRATION PRO-
GRAMS TO IMPROVE QUALITY OF
PERSONAL PROPERTY SHIPMENTS
OF MEMBERS.

(a) COMPLETION.—The Secretary of Defense
shall conduct to completion all demonstration
programs in the Department of Defense that
were designed to improve the movement of
household goods of members of the Armed
Forces and were being conducted or authorized
as of October 1, 2000,

(b) EVALUATION.—Not later than August 31,
2002, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
Congress a report evaluating whether the dem-
onstration programs referred to in subsection
(a), as implemented, satisfy the goals (as con-
tained in the General Accounting Report NSIAD
97–49) for such demonstration programs pre-
viously agreed upon between the Department of
Defense and representatives of private sector en-
tities involved in the transportation of house-
hold goods for members of the Armed Forces.

(c) INTERIM REPORTS.—Not later than Janu-
ary 15, 2002, and April 15, 2002, the Secretary
shall submit to Congress interim reports regard-
ing the progress of the demonstration programs
referred to in subsection (a).
SEC. 354. EXPANSION OF ENTITIES ELIGIBLE FOR

LOAN, GIFT, AND EXCHANGE OF
DOCUMENTS, HISTORICAL ARTI-
FACTS, AND OBSOLETE COMBAT MA-
TERIEL.

Section 2572(a)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting before the period
at the end the following: ‘‘, county, or other po-
litical subdivision of a State’’.

Subtitle G—Service Contracting Reform
SEC. 361. SHORT TITLE.

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Department
of Defense Service Contracting Reform Act of
2001’’.
SEC. 362. REQUIRED COST SAVINGS LEVEL FOR

CHANGE OF FUNCTION TO CON-
TRACTOR PERFORMANCE.

Section 2461(b) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

‘‘(5)(A) A commercial or industrial type func-
tion of the Department of Defense may not be
changed to performance by the private sector
unless, as a result of the cost comparison exam-
ination required under paragraph (3)(A), that
employed the most efficient organization process
described in Office of Management and Budget
Circular A–76 or any successor administrative
regulation or policy, at least a 10-percent cost
savings would be achieved by performance of
the function by the private sector over the term
of the contract.

‘‘(B) The cost savings requirement specified in
subparagraph (A) does not apply to any con-
tracts for special studies and analyses, construc-
tion services, architectural services, engineering
services, medical services, scientific and tech-
nical services related to (but not in support of)
research and development, and depot-level
maintenance and repair services.

‘‘(C) The Secretary of Defense may waive the
cost savings requirement if—

‘‘(i) the written waiver is prepared by the Sec-
retary of Defense, or the relevant Assistant Sec-
retary or agency head; and

‘‘(ii) the written waiver is accompanied by a
detailed determination that national security in-
terests are so compelling as to preclude compli-
ance with the requirement for a cost comparison
examination.

‘‘(D) The Secretary of Defense shall publish a
copy of the waiver in the Federal Register.’’.
SEC. 363. APPLICABILITY OF STUDY AND REPORT-

ING REQUIREMENTS TO NEW COM-
MERCIAL OR INDUSTRIAL TYPE
FUNCTIONS.

(a) NEW FUNCTIONS.—Section 2461(a) of title
10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘CHANGE IN PERFORMANCE.—’’
and inserting ‘‘CHANGE IN OR INITIATION OF
PERFORMANCE.—(1)’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

‘‘(2) In the case of a commercial or industrial
type function of the Department of Defense not
previously performed by Department of Defense
civilian employees or a contractor, the perform-
ance of the function by the private sector may
not be initiated until—

‘‘(A) the Secretary of Defense conducts a cost
comparison examination that employs the most
efficient organization process described in Office
of Management and Budget Circular A-76, and
its supplemental handbook or any successor ad-
ministrative regulation or policy; and

‘‘(B) a determination is made that perform-
ance of the function by the private sector would
be less costly over the term of the contract than
performance by Department of Defense civilian
employees during that same period.

‘‘(3) This subsection does not apply to the fol-
lowing contracts:

‘‘(A) A contract between the Department of
Defense and the private sector for work with a
contract value of less than $1,000,000 so long as
the work was not divided, modified, or in any
way changed for the purpose of avoiding the re-
quirements of this section.

‘‘(B) A contract for special studies and anal-
yses, construction services, architectural serv-
ices, engineering services, medical services, sci-
entific and technical services related to (but not
in support of) research and development, and
depot-level maintenance and repair services.

‘‘(4) The Secretary of Defense may waive the
applicability of this section if—

‘‘(A) the written waiver is prepared by the
Secretary of Defense, or the relevant Assistant
Secretary or agency head; and

‘‘(B) the written waiver is accompanied by a
detailed determination that—

‘‘(i) there is no reasonable expectation that ci-
vilian employees would win a public-private
competition for the function; and

‘‘(ii) the issuance of a waiver would not serve
to reduce significantly the level of or quality of
competition in the future award or performance
of work.

‘‘(5) The Secretary of Defense shall publish a
copy of the waiver in the Federal Register.’’.

(b) MINIMAL LEVELS OF PUBLIC-PRIVATE COM-
PETITION FOR NEW WORK.—(1) Notwithstanding
the use of the waiver authority provided in sec-
tion 2461 of title 10, United States Code, as
amended by this section, not less than the per-
centage specified in paragraph (2) of the total
dollars expended during a specified fiscal year
for the performance by contractors of commer-
cial or industrial type functions of the Depart-
ment of Defense not previously performed by
Department of Defense civilian employees or the
private sector (that are not otherwise exempt
from comparison under such section) shall be
expended for service contracts that are awarded
after the completion of cost comparison exami-
nations.

(2) The requirements of paragraph (1) apply
as follows:

(A) Not less than 10 percent, for fiscal year
2003.

(B) Not less than 20 percent, for fiscal year
2004.

(C) Not less than 30 percent, for fiscal year
2005.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The heading
of such section 2461 is amended to read as fol-
lows:
‘‘§ 2461. Commercial or industrial type func-

tions: required studies and reports before
conversion to, or initiation of, contractor or
civilian employee performance’’.
(2) The item relating to such section in the

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 146
of title 10, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:
‘‘2461. Commercial or industrial type functions:

required studies and reports be-
fore conversion to, or initiation
of, contractor or civilian employee
performance.’’.

SEC. 364. REPEAL OF WAIVER FOR SMALL FUNC-
TIONS.

Section 2461 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking subsection (d).
SEC. 365. REQUIREMENT FOR EQUITY IN PUBLIC-

PRIVATE COMPETITIONS.
Section 2461 of title 10, United States Code, is

amended by inserting after subsection (c) the
following new subsection:

‘‘(d) EQUITY IN PUBLIC-PRIVATE COMPETI-
TION.—(1) For any fiscal year in which commer-
cial or industrial type functions of the Depart-
ment of Defense performed by Department of
Defense civilian employees are studied for pos-
sible change to private sector performance, the
Secretary of Defense shall subject approximately
the same number of positions held by non-Fed-
eral employees under contracts with the Depart-
ment of Defense to the same cost comparison ex-
amination described in subsection (b)(3), subject
to the completion of the terms of those contracts.
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‘‘(2) To the extent possible, the Secretary of

Defense should, in complying with this sub-
section, select those contract positions held by
non-Federal employees under contracts with the
Department of Defense that are associated with
commercial or industrial type functions that
are, or have been, performed at least in part by
Department of Defense civilian employees at
any time on or after October 1, 1980.

‘‘(3) Notwithstanding any limitation on the
number of Department of Defense civilian em-
ployees established by law, regulation, or policy,
the Department of Defense may continue to em-
ploy, or may hire, such civilian employees as are
necessary to perform functions acquired through
the public-private competitions required by this
subsection or any other provision of this sec-
tion.’’.
SEC. 366. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS REGARD-

ING DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE’S
SERVICE CONTRACTOR WORKFORCE.

(a) IMPOSITION OF REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENT.—(1) Chapter 146 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after section
2461a the following new section:
‘‘§ 2461b. Use of private sector to perform com-

mercial or industrial type function: con-
tractor reporting requirements
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) CONTRACTOR.—The term ‘contractor’ in-

cludes a subcontractor.
‘‘(2) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—The term ‘Sec-

retary concerned’ includes the Secretary of De-
fense with respect to matters concerning the De-
fense Agencies.

‘‘(b) GENERAL REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The
Secretary concerned shall require each defense
contractor to report to secure websites estab-
lished and maintained by the Defense Agencies
and military departments the same contractor
direct and indirect manhour and cost informa-
tion collected by the Department of the Army
pursuant to part 668 of title 32, Code of Federal
Regulations, as in effect on December 26, 2000,
in terms of functions performed, appropriations
funding the contract, and identification of the
subordinate organizational elements within the
Defense Agency or military department directly
overseeing the contractor performance. The in-
direct information reported may comprise
annualized rates for an entire company, which
are not apportioned by specific contracts.

‘‘(c) ASSIGNMENT OF REPORTING RESPONSI-
BILITY.—The Defense Agency or military depart-
ment containing the major organizational ele-
ment receiving or reviewing the work performed
by a defense contractor shall be responsible for
collecting the data required by this section, even
where all or part of the contracted work is fund-
ed by appropriations not controlled by the Sec-
retary concerned. If the Defense Agency or mili-
tary department containing the major organiza-
tional element receiving or reviewing the work
performed by the contractor is different from the
Defense Agency or military department con-
taining the contracting activity, the Secretary
concerned shall ensure that the contractor re-
ports the required information to the Defense
Agency or military department containing the
major organizational element receiving or re-
viewing the work performed by the contractor.

‘‘(d) TIMING OF CONTRACTOR REPORTING TO
ASSURE DATA QUALITY.—The Secretary con-
cerned shall require contractors to report the in-
formation described in subsection (c) to the se-
cure web-site contemporaneous with submission
of a request for payment (for example, voucher,
invoice, or request for progress payment) or not
later than quarterly.

‘‘(e) CONTRACT REQUIREMENT EFFECTIVE
DATE.—The Secretary concerned shall include
the reporting requirement described in this sec-
tion in each contract solicitation issued, con-
tract awarded, and bilateral modification of an
existing contract executed, by the Secretary con-
cerned after October 1, 2001.

‘‘(f) CONTRACTOR SELF-EXEMPTION.—The Sec-
retary concerned shall exempt a contractor from

the data collection requirement imposed by this
section if the contractor certifies in writing that
the contractor does not have an internal system
for aggregating billable hours in the direct or in-
direct pools, or an internal payroll accounting
system, and does not otherwise have to ever pro-
vide this information to the Government. A con-
tractor may not claim an exemption on the sole
basis that the contractor is a foreign contractor,
that services are provided pursuant to a firm
fixed price or time and materials contract or
similar instrument, that the payroll system of
the contractor is performed by another person,
or that the contractor has too many subcontrac-
tors. The validity of this certification is the only
requirement in this section subject to audit and
verification by the Secretary concerned.

‘‘(g) REPORT TO CONGRESS AND COMPTROLLER
GENERAL ACTIONS.—The Secretary concerned
shall submit the information collected under
subsection (c) to Congress not later than Octo-
ber 1 of each year for the prior fiscal year. Not
later than April 1 of each year, the Comptroller
General will review the information submitted
for the prior fiscal year to assess compliance
with this section and the effectiveness of De-
partment of Defense initiatives to integrate this
information into its budgeting process.

‘‘(h) PUBLICATION OF REPORTS.—After comple-
tion of the Comptroller General review under
subsection (h), the Secretary concerned shall
take steps to make the nonproprietary compila-
tions of the data public on web sites, using the
publication standard expressed by the Depart-
ment of the Army in part 668 of title 32, Code of
Federal Regulations.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 2461a the following new
item:
‘‘2461b. Use of private sector to perform commer-

cial or industrial type function:
contractor reporting require-
ments.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 2461b of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall take effect on October 1, 2001.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces
SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES.

The Armed Forces are authorized strengths
for active duty personnel as of September 30,
2002, as follows:

(1) The Army, 480,000.
(2) The Navy, 376,000.
(3) The Marine Corps, 172,600.
(4) The Air Force, 358,800.

SEC. 402. REVISION IN PERMANENT END
STRENGTH MINIMUM LEVELS.

(a) REVISED END STRENGTH FLOORS.—Section
691(b) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘372,000’’ and
inserting ‘‘376,000’’; and

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘357,000’’ and
inserting ‘‘358,800’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1,
2001, or the date of the enactment of this Act,
whichever is later.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces
SEC. 411. END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED RE-

SERVE.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Armed Forces are au-

thorized strengths for Selected Reserve per-
sonnel of the reserve components as of Sep-
tember 30, 2002, as follows:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 350,000.

(2) The Army Reserve, 205,000.
(3) The Naval Reserve, 87,000.
(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 39,558.
(5) The Air National Guard of the United

States, 108,400.
(6) The Air Force Reserve, 74,700.

(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 8,000.
(b) ADJUSTMENTS.—The end strengths pre-

scribed by subsection (a) for the Selected Re-
serve of any reserve component shall be propor-
tionately reduced by—

(1) the total authorized strength of units orga-
nized to serve as units of the Selected Reserve of
such component which are on active duty (other
than for training) at the end of the fiscal year;
and

(2) the total number of individual members not
in units organized to serve as units of the Se-
lected Reserve of such component who are on
active duty (other than for training or for un-
satisfactory participation in training) without
their consent at the end of the fiscal year.
Whenever such units or such individual mem-
bers are released from active duty during any
fiscal year, the end strength prescribed for such
fiscal year for the Selected Reserve of such re-
serve component shall be proportionately in-
creased by the total authorized strengths of
such units and by the total number of such indi-
vidual members.
SEC. 412. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC-

TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE-
SERVES.

Within the end strengths prescribed in section
411(a), the reserve components of the Armed
Forces are authorized, as of September 30, 2002,
the following number of Reserves to be serving
on full-time active duty or full-time duty, in the
case of members of the National Guard, for the
purpose of organizing, administering, recruiting,
instructing, or training the reserve components:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 22,974.

(2) The Army Reserve, 13,108.
(3) The Naval Reserve, 14,811.
(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 2,261.
(5) The Air National Guard of the United

States, 11,591.
(6) The Air Force Reserve, 1,437.

SEC. 413. END STRENGTHS FOR MILITARY
TECHNICIANS (DUAL STATUS).

The minimum number of military technicians
(dual status) as of the last day of fiscal year
2002 for the reserve components of the Army and
the Air Force (notwithstanding section 129 of
title 10, United States Code) shall be the fol-
lowing:

(1) For the Army National Guard of the
United States, 23,128.

(2) For the Army Reserve, 5,999.
(3) For the Air National Guard of the

United States, 22,422.
(4) For the Air Force Reserve, 9,818.

SEC. 414. FISCAL YEAR 2002 LIMITATION ON NON-
DUAL STATUS TECHNICIANS.

(a) LIMITATION.—The number of non-dual sta-
tus technicians employed by the reserve compo-
nents of the Army and the Air Force as of Sep-
tember 30, 2002, may not exceed the following:

(1) For the Army Reserve, 1,095.
(2) For the Army National Guard of the

United States, 1,600.
(3) For the Air Force Reserve, 90.
(4) For the Air National Guard of the United

States, 350.
(b) NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNICIANS DE-

FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘non-dual sta-
tus technician’’ has the meaning given that term
in section 10217(a) of title 10, United States
Code.
SEC. 415. LIMITATIONS ON NUMBERS OF RE-

SERVE PERSONNEL SERVING ON AC-
TIVE DUTY OR FULL-TIME NATIONAL
GUARD DUTY IN CERTAIN GRADES
FOR ADMINISTRATION OF RESERVE
COMPONENTS.

(a) OFFICERS.—The text of section 12011 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended to read
as follows:

‘‘(a) LIMITATIONS.—(1) Of the total number of
members of a reserve component who are serving
on full-time reserve component duty at the end
of any fiscal year, the number of those members
who may be serving in each of the grades of
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major, lieutenant colonel, and colonel may not,
as of the end of that fiscal year, exceed the

number determined in accordance with the fol-
lowing table:

‘‘Total number of members of a reserve component serving on full-time reserve component
duty:

Number of officers of that reserve component who may
be serving in the grade of:

Major Lieutenant Colo-
nel Colonel

Army Reserve:
10,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,390 740 230
11,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,529 803 242
12,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,668 864 252
13,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,804 924 262
14,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,940 984 272
15,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,075 1,044 282
16,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,210 1,104 291
17,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,345 1,164 300
18,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,479 1,223 309
19,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,613 1,282 318
20,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,747 1,341 327
21,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,877 1,400 336

Army National Guard:
20,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,500 850 325
22,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,650 930 350
24,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,790 1,010 370
26,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,930 1,085 385
28,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,070 1,160 400
30,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,200 1,235 405
32,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,330 1,305 408
34,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,450 1,375 411
36,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,570 1,445 411
38,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,670 1,515 411
40,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,770 1,580 411
42,000 ........................................................................................................... 2,837 1,644 411

Marine Corps Reserve:
1,100 ............................................................................................................. 106 56 20
1,200 ............................................................................................................. 110 60 21
1,300 ............................................................................................................. 114 63 22
1,400 ............................................................................................................. 118 66 23
1,500 ............................................................................................................. 121 69 24
1,600 ............................................................................................................. 124 72 25
1,700 ............................................................................................................. 127 75 26
1,800 ............................................................................................................. 130 78 27
1,900 ............................................................................................................. 133 81 28
2,000 ............................................................................................................. 136 84 29
2,100 ............................................................................................................. 139 87 30
2,200 ............................................................................................................. 141 90 31
2,300 ............................................................................................................. 143 92 32
2,400 ............................................................................................................. 145 94 33
2,500 ............................................................................................................. 147 96 34
2,600 ............................................................................................................. 149 98 35

Air Force Reserve:
500 ............................................................................................................... 83 85 50
1,000 ............................................................................................................. 155 165 95
1,500 ............................................................................................................. 220 240 135
2,000 ............................................................................................................. 285 310 170
2,500 ............................................................................................................. 350 369 203
3,000 ............................................................................................................. 413 420 220
3,500 ............................................................................................................. 473 464 230
4,000 ............................................................................................................. 530 500 240
4,500 ............................................................................................................. 585 529 247
5,000 ............................................................................................................. 638 550 254
5,500 ............................................................................................................. 688 565 261
6,000 ............................................................................................................. 735 575 268
7,000 ............................................................................................................. 770 595 280
8,000 ............................................................................................................. 805 615 290
10,000 ........................................................................................................... 835 635 300
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‘‘Total number of members of a reserve component serving on full-time reserve component
duty:

Number of officers of that reserve component who may
be serving in the grade of:

Major Lieutenant Colo-
nel Colonel

Air National Guard:
5,000 ............................................................................................................. 333 335 251
6,000 ............................................................................................................. 403 394 260
7,000 ............................................................................................................. 472 453 269
8,000 ............................................................................................................. 539 512 278
9,000 ............................................................................................................. 606 571 287
10,000 ........................................................................................................... 673 630 296
11,000 ........................................................................................................... 740 688 305
12,000 ........................................................................................................... 807 742 314
13,000 ........................................................................................................... 873 795 323
14,000 ........................................................................................................... 939 848 332
15,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,005 898 341
16,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,067 948 350
17,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,126 998 359
18,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,185 1,048 368
19,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,235 1,098 377
20,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,283 1,148 380.

‘‘(2) Of the total number of members of the
Naval Reserve who are serving on full-time re-
serve component duty at the end of any fiscal

year, the number of those members who may be
serving in each of the grades of lieutenant com-
mander, commander, and captain may not, as of

the end of that fiscal year, exceed the number
determined in accordance with the following
table:

‘‘Total number of members of Naval Reserve serving on full-time reserve component duty

Number of officers who may be serving in the grade of:

Lieutenant com-
mander Commander Captain

10,000 ........................................................................................................... 807 447 141
11,000 ........................................................................................................... 867 467 153
12,000 ........................................................................................................... 924 485 163
13,000 ........................................................................................................... 980 503 173
14,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,035 521 183
15,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,088 538 193
16,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,142 555 203
17,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,195 565 213
18,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,246 575 223
19,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,291 585 233
20,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,334 595 242
21,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,364 603 250
22,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,384 610 258
23,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,400 615 265
24,000 ........................................................................................................... 1,410 620 270.

‘‘(b) DETERMINATIONS BY INTERPOLATION.—If
the total number of members of a reserve compo-
nent serving on full-time reserve component
duty is between any two consecutive numbers in
the first column of the appropriate table in
paragraph (1) or (2) of subsection (a), the cor-
responding authorized strengths for each of the
grades shown in that table for that component
are determined by mathematical interpolation
between the respective numbers of the two
strengths. If the total number of members of a
reserve component serving on full-time reserve
component duty is more or less than the highest
or lowest number, respectively, set forth in the
first column of the appropriate table in para-
graph (1) or (2) of subsection (a), the Secretary
concerned shall fix the corresponding strengths
for the grades shown in that table at the same
proportion as is reflected in the nearest limit
shown in the table.

‘‘(c) REALLOCATIONS TO LOWER GRADES.—
Whenever the number of officers serving in any
grade for duty described in subsection (a) is less
than the number authorized for that grade
under this section, the difference between the

two numbers may be applied to increase the
number authorized under this section for any
lower grade.

‘‘(d) SECRETARIAL WAIVER.—(1) Upon deter-
mining that it is in the national interest to do
so, the Secretary of Defense may increase for a
particular fiscal year the number of reserve offi-
cers that may be on full-time reserve component
duty for a reserve component in a grade referred
to in a table in subsection (a) by a number that
does not exceed the number equal to 5 percent of
the maximum number specified for the grade in
that table.

‘‘(2) Whenever the Secretary exercises the au-
thority provided in paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall submit to the Committee on Armed Services
of the Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives notice in
writing of the adjustment made.

‘‘(e) FULL-TIME RESERVE COMPONENT DUTY
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘full-time re-
serve component duty’ means the following
duty:

‘‘(1) Active duty described in sections 10211,
10302, 10303, 10304, 10305, 12310, or 12402 of this
title.

‘‘(2) Full-time National Guard duty (other
than for training) under section 502(f) of title
32.

‘‘(3) Active duty described in section 708 of
title 32.’’.

(b) SENIOR ENLISTED MEMBERS.—The text of
section 12012 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(a) LIMITATIONS.—Of the total number of
members of a reserve component who are serving
on full-time reserve component duty at the end
of any fiscal year, the number of those members
in each of pay grades of
E–8 and E–9 who may be serving on active duty
under section 10211 or 12310, or on full-time Na-
tional Guard duty under the authority of sec-
tion 502(f) of title 32 (other than for training) in
connection with organizing, administering, re-
cruiting, instructing, or training the reserve
components or the National Guard may not, as
of the end of that fiscal year, exceed the number
determined in accordance with the following
table:
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‘‘Total number of members of a reserve component serving on full-time reserve component duty:

Number of members of that reserve
component who may be serving in

the grade of:

E-8 E-9

Army Reserve:
10,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,052 154
11,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,126 168
12,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,195 180
13,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,261 191
14,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,327 202
15,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,391 213
16,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,455 224
17,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,519 235
18,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,583 246
19,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,647 257
20,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,711 268
21,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,775 278
Army National Guard:
20,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,650 550
22,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,775 615
24,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,900 645
26,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,945 675
28,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,945 705
30,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,945 725
32,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,945 730
34,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,945 735
36,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,945 738
38,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,945 741
40,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,945 743
42,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,945 743
Naval Reserve:
10,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 340 143
11,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 364 156
12,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 386 169
13,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 407 182
14,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 423 195
15,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 435 208
16,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 447 221
17,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 459 234
18,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 471 247
19,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 483 260
20,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 495 273
21,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 507 286
22,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 519 299
23,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 531 312
24,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 540 325
Marine Corps Reserve:
1,100 ...................................................................................................................................... 50 11
1,200 ...................................................................................................................................... 55 12
1,300 ...................................................................................................................................... 60 13
1,400 ...................................................................................................................................... 65 14
1,500 ...................................................................................................................................... 70 15
1,600 ...................................................................................................................................... 75 16
1,700 ...................................................................................................................................... 80 17
1,800 ...................................................................................................................................... 85 18
1,900 ...................................................................................................................................... 89 19
2,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 93 20
2,100 ...................................................................................................................................... 96 21
2,200 ...................................................................................................................................... 99 22
2,300 ...................................................................................................................................... 101 23
2,400 ...................................................................................................................................... 103 24
2,500 ...................................................................................................................................... 105 25
2,600 ...................................................................................................................................... 107 26
Air Force Reserve:
500 ......................................................................................................................................... 75 40
1,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 145 75
1,500 ...................................................................................................................................... 208 105
2,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 270 130
2,500 ...................................................................................................................................... 325 150
3,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 375 170
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‘‘Total number of members of a reserve component serving on full-time reserve component duty:

Number of members of that reserve
component who may be serving in

the grade of:

E-8 E-9

3,500 ...................................................................................................................................... 420 190
4,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 460 210
4,500 ...................................................................................................................................... 495 230
5,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 530 250
5,500 ...................................................................................................................................... 565 270
6,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 600 290
7,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 670 330
8,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 740 370
10,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 800 400
Air National Guard
5,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 1,020 405
6,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 1,070 435
7,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 1,120 465
8,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 1,170 490
9,000 ...................................................................................................................................... 1,220 510
10,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,270 530
11,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,320 550
12,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,370 570
13,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,420 589
14,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,470 608
15,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,520 626
16,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,570 644
17,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,620 661
18,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,670 678
19,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,720 695
20,000 ..................................................................................................................................... 1,770 712.

‘‘(b) DETERMINATIONS BY INTERPOLATION.—If
the total number of members of a reserve compo-
nent serving on full-time reserve component
duty is between any two consecutive numbers in
the first column of the table in subsection (a),
the corresponding authorized strengths for each
of the grades shown in that table for that com-
ponent are determined by mathematical inter-
polation between the respective numbers of the
two strengths. If the total number of members of
a reserve component serving on full-time reserve
component duty is more or less than the highest
or lowest number, respectively, set forth in the
first column of the table in subsection (a), the
Secretary concerned shall fix the corresponding
strengths for the grades shown in the table at
the same proportion as is reflected in the nearest
limit shown in the table.

‘‘(c) REALLOCATIONS TO LOWER GRADE.—
Whenever the number of officers serving in pay
grade E–9 for duty described in subsection (a) is
less than the number authorized for that grade
under this section, the difference between the
two numbers may be applied to increase the
number authorized under this section for pay
grade E–8.

‘‘(d) SECRETARIAL WAIVER.—(1) Upon deter-
mining that it is in the national interest to do
so, the Secretary of Defense may increase for a
particular fiscal year the number of reserve en-
listed members that may be on active duty or
full-time National Guard duty as described in
subsection (a) for a reserve component in a pay
grade referred to in a table in subsection (a) by
a number that does not exceed the number equal
to 5 percent of the maximum number specified
for that grade and reserve component in the
table.

‘‘(2) Whenever the Secretary exercises the au-
thority provided in paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall submit to the Committee on Armed Services
of the Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives notice in
writing of the adjustment made.

‘‘(e) FULL-TIME RESERVE COMPONENT DUTY
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘full-time re-

serve component duty’ has the meaning given
the term in section 12011(e) of this title.’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on October 1,
2001, or the date of the enactment of this Act,
whichever is later.

Subtitle C—Other Matters Relating to
Personnel Strengths

SEC. 421. INCREASE IN PERCENTAGE BY WHICH
ACTIVE COMPONENT END
STRENGTHS FOR ANY FISCAL YEAR
MAY BE INCREASED.

(a) INCREASE.—Section 115(c)(1) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘1
percent’’ and inserting ‘‘2 percent’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1,
2001, or the date of the enactment of this Act,
whichever is later.

SEC. 422. ACTIVE DUTY END STRENGTH EXEMP-
TION FOR NATIONAL GUARD AND
RESERVE PERSONNEL PERFORMING
FUNERAL HONORS FUNCTIONS.

Section 115(d) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraphs:

‘‘(10) Members of reserve components on active
duty to prepare for and to perform funeral hon-
ors functions for funerals of veterans in accord-
ance with section 1491 of this title.

‘‘(11) Members on full-time National Guard
duty to prepare for and perform funeral honors
functions for funerals of veterans in accordance
with section 1491 of this title.’’.

SEC. 423. INCREASE IN AUTHORIZED STRENGTHS
FOR AIR FORCE OFFICERS ON AC-
TIVE DUTY IN THE GRADE OF
MAJOR.

The table in section 523(a)(1) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking the
figures under the heading ‘‘Major’’ in the por-
tion of the table relating to the Air Force and
inserting the following:

‘‘9,861
10,727
11,593
12,460
13,326
14,192
15,058
15,925
16,792
17,657
18,524
19,389
20,256
21,123
21,989
22,855
23,721
24,588
25,454’’.

Subtitle D—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 431. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL.

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
to the Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel for fiscal year 2002 a total of
$82,279,101,000. The authorization in the pre-
ceding sentence supersedes any other authoriza-
tion of appropriations (definite or indefinite) for
such purpose for fiscal year 2002.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY

Subtitle A—General Personnel Management
Authorities

SEC. 501. ENHANCED FLEXIBILITY FOR MANAGE-
MENT OF SENIOR GENERAL AND
FLAG OFFICER POSITIONS.

(a) REPEAL OF LIMIT ON NUMBER OF OFFICERS
ON ACTIVE DUTY IN GRADES OF GENERAL AND
ADMIRAL.—Section 528 of title 10, United States
Code, is repealed.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 32 of such title
is amended by striking the item relating to sec-
tion 528.
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SEC. 502. ORIGINAL APPOINTMENTS IN REGULAR

GRADES FOR ACADEMY GRADUATES
AND CERTAIN OTHER NEW OFFI-
CERS.

(a) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR ONE YEAR
OF ACTIVE DUTY IN A RESERVE GRADE.—Section
532(e) of title 10, United States Code, is repealed.

(b) MILITARY ACADEMY GRADUATES.—Section
4353(b) of such title is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(b) A cadet who completes the prescribed
course of instruction, is qualified for an original
appointment in a regular component under sec-
tion 532 of this title, and meets such other cri-
teria for appointment as a commissioned officer
in the Army as may be prescribed by the Sec-
retary of the Army shall, upon graduation, be
appointed a second lieutenant in the Regular
Army under section 531 of this title, unless ap-
pointed under that section in a regular compo-
nent of one of the other armed forces in accord-
ance with section 541 of this title.’’.

(c) NAVAL ACADEMY GRADUATES.—Section
6967 of such title is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(a)’’ before ‘‘Under regula-
tions’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(b) A midshipman who completes the pre-

scribed course of instruction, is qualified for an
original appointment in a regular component
under section 532 of this title, and meets such
other criteria for appointment as a commis-
sioned officer in the naval service as may be
prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy shall,
upon graduation, be appointed an ensign in the
Regular Navy or a second lieutenant in the Reg-
ular Marine Corps under section 531 of this title,
unless appointed under that section in a regular
component of one of the other armed forces in
accordance with section 541 of this title.’’.

(d) AIR FORCE ACADEMY GRADUATES.—Section
9353(b) of such title is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(b) A cadet who completes the prescribed
course of instruction, is qualified for an original
appointment in a regular component under sec-
tion 532 of this title, and meets such other cri-
teria for appointment as a commissioned officer
in the Air Force as may be prescribed by the
Secretary of the Air Force shall, upon gradua-
tion, be appointed a second lieutenant in the
Regular Air Force under section 531 of this title,
unless appointed under that section in a regular
component of one of the other armed forces in
accordance with section 541 of this title.’’.

(e) ROTC DISTINGUISHED GRADUATES.—Sec-
tion 2106(a) of such title is amended by adding
at the end the following new sentence: ‘‘How-
ever, a member of the program selected for an
appointment under this section who, under reg-
ulations prescribed by the Secretary of the mili-
tary department concerned, is designated or se-
lected as a Distinguished Graduate (or the
equivalent) shall be appointed as a regular offi-
cer.’’.

(f) OTHER COMMISSIONING PROGRAMS.—(1)
Chapter 33 of such title is amended by adding at
the end the following new section:

‘‘§ 542. Distinguished Graduates of officer
commissioning programs other than service
academies and ROTC
‘‘A person who is selected for an original ap-

pointment as a commissioned officer in the
Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps as a re-
sult of satisfactory completion of an officer com-
missioning program other than the course of in-
struction at one of the service academies named
in section 541 of this title or the Senior Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps program and who,
under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of
the military department concerned, is des-
ignated or selected as a Distinguished Graduate
of that program (or the equivalent) shall be ap-
pointed as a regular officer.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

‘‘542. Distinguished Graduates of officer com-
missioning programs other than
service academies and ROTC.’’.

(g) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on May 1, 2002.
SEC. 503. TEMPORARY REDUCTION OF TIME-IN-

GRADE REQUIREMENT FOR ELIGI-
BILITY FOR PROMOTION FOR CER-
TAIN ACTIVE-DUTY LIST OFFICERS
IN GRADES OF FIRST LIEUTENANT
AND LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE).

(a) AUTHORITY.—Subsection (a) of section 619
of title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)(B), by inserting before
the period at the end the following: ‘‘, or such
shorter period as may be in effect under para-
graph (6)’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(6)(A) When the needs of the service require,
the Secretary of the military department con-
cerned may reduce to eighteen months the pe-
riod of service in grade applicable for purposes
of paragraph (1)(B) in the case of officers who
are serving in a position that is authorized for
officers in the grade of captain or, in the case
of the Navy, lieutenant.

‘‘(B) If the Secretary of the military depart-
ment concerned uses the authority provided in
subparagraph (A), the number of captains or, in
the case of the Navy, lieutenants on the active-
duty list may not exceed the number of positions
for which officers in that grade are authorized
by more than one percent.

‘‘(C) The authority under subparagraph (A)
and the limitation under subparagraph (B) ex-
pire on September 30, 2005.’’.

(b) STYLISTIC AMENDMENTS.—Such section is
further amended as follows:

(1) Subsection (a) is amended by striking
‘‘(a)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) TIME-IN-GRADE RE-
QUIREMENTS.—(1)’’.

(2) Subsection (b) is amended by striking
‘‘(b)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘(b) CONTINUED ELIGI-
BILITY FOR CONSIDERATION FOR PROMOTION OF
OFFICERS WHO HAVE PREVIOUSLY FAILED OF SE-
LECTION.—(1)’’.

(3) Subsection (c) is amended by striking
‘‘(c)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘(c) OFFICERS TO BE
CONSIDERED BY PROMOTION BOARDS.—(1)’’.

(4) Subsection (d) is amended by inserting
‘‘CERTAIN OFFICERS NOT TO BE CONSIDERED.—
’’ after ‘‘(d)’’.

(c) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Subsection (a)(4)
of such section is amended by striking ‘‘clause
(A)’’ and inserting ‘‘subparagraph (A)’’.
SEC. 504. INCREASE IN SENIOR ENLISTED ACTIVE

DUTY GRADE LIMIT FOR NAVY, MA-
RINE CORPS, AND AIR FORCE.

(a) MEMBERS IN PAY GRADE E–8.—Section
517(a) of title 10, United States Code, is amended
by striking ‘‘2 percent (or, in the case of the
Army, 2.5 percent)’’ and inserting ‘‘2.5 percent’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1,
2001, or the date of the enactment of this Act,
whichever is later.
SEC. 505. AUTHORITY FOR LIMITED EXTENSION

OF MEDICAL DEFERMENT OF MAN-
DATORY RETIREMENT OR SEPARA-
TION.

The text of section 640 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(a) If the Secretary of the military depart-
ment concerned determines that the evaluation
of the physical condition of an officer and de-
termination of the officer’s entitlement to retire-
ment or separation for physical disability re-
quire hospitalization or medical observation and
that such hospitalization or medical observation
cannot be completed with confidence in a man-
ner consistent with the member’s well being be-
fore the date on which the officer would other-
wise be required to retire or be separated under
this title, the Secretary may defer the retirement
or separation of the officer under this title.

‘‘(b) A deferral of retirement or separation
under subsection (a) may not extend for more

than 30 days after completion of the evaluation
requiring hospitalization or medical observa-
tion.’’.
SEC. 506. AUTHORITY FOR LIMITED EXTENSION

ON ACTIVE DUTY OF MEMBERS SUB-
JECT TO MANDATORY RETIREMENT
OR SEPARATION.

(a) SECTION 12305 STOP-LOSS AUTHORITY.—
Section 12305 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘‘(c) Upon the termination of a suspension
made under the authority of subsection (a) of a
provision of law otherwise requiring the separa-
tion or retirement of officers on active duty be-
cause of age, length of service or length of serv-
ice in grade, or failure of selection for pro-
motion, the Secretary concerned shall extend by
up to 90 days the otherwise required separation
or retirement date of any officer covered by the
suspended provision whose separation or retire-
ment date, but for the suspension, would have
been before the date of the termination of the
suspension or within 90 days of the date of such
termination.’’.

(b) SECTION 123 STOP-LOSS AUTHORITY.—Sec-
tion 123 of such title is amended by adding at
the end the following new subsection:

‘‘(d) Upon the termination of a suspension
made under the authority of subsection (a) of a
provision of law otherwise requiring the separa-
tion or retirement of officers on active duty be-
cause of age, length of service or length of serv-
ice in grade, or failure of selection for pro-
motion, the Secretary concerned shall extend by
up to 90 days the otherwise required separation
or retirement date of any officer covered by the
suspended provision whose separation or retire-
ment date, but for the suspension, would have
been before the date of the termination of the
suspension or within 90 days of the date of such
termination.’’.
SEC. 507. CLARIFICATION OF DISABILITY SEVER-

ANCE PAY COMPUTATION.
(a) CLARIFICATION.—Section 1212(a)(2) of title

10, United States Code, is amended by striking
‘‘for promotion’’ in subparagraph (C) and the
first place it appears in subparagraph (D).

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to
members separated under section 1203 or 1206 of
title 10, United States Code, on or after date of
the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 508. OFFICER IN CHARGE OF UNITED

STATES NAVY BAND.
(a) DETAIL AND GRADE.—Section 6221 of title

10, United States Code, is amended to read as
follows:
§ 6221. United States Navy Band; officer in

charge
‘‘(a) There is a Navy band known as the

United States Navy Band.
‘‘(b) An officer of the Navy designated for lim-

ited duty under section 5589 or 5596 of this title
who is serving in a grade not below lieutenant
commander may be detailed by the Secretary of
the Navy as Officer in Charge of the United
States Navy Band. While so serving, an officer
so detailed shall hold the grade of captain if
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy for
appointment to that grade and appointed to
that grade by the President, by and with the ad-
vice and consent of the Senate. Such an ap-
pointment may be made notwithstanding section
5596(d) of this title.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relating
to section 6221 in the table of sections at the be-
ginning of chapter 565 of such title is amended
to read as follows:
‘‘6221. United States Navy Band; officer in

charge.’’.
SEC. 509. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF EXPIRATION

DATE FOR CERTAIN FORCE MANAGE-
MENT AUTHORITIES.

(a) EARLY RETIREMENT AUTHORITY FOR AC-
TIVE FORCE MEMBERS.—Section 4403(i) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
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Year 1993 (10 U.S.C. 1293 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2002’’.

(b) SSB AND VSI.—Sections 1174a(h)(1) and
1175(d)(3) of title 10, United States Code, are
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(c) SELECTIVE EARLY RETIREMENT BOARDS.—
Section 638a(a) of such title is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2002’’.

(d) TIME-IN-GRADE REQUIREMENT FOR RETEN-
TION OF GRADE UPON VOLUNTARY RETIRE-
MENT.—Section 1370 of such title is amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ in subsections
(a)(2)(A) and (d)(5) and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2002’’.

(e) MINIMUM COMMISSIONED SERVICE FOR
VOLUNTARY RETIREMENT AS AN OFFICER.—Sec-
tions 3911(b), 6323(a)(2), and 8911(b) of such title
are amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’
and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(f) TRAVEL, TRANSPORTATION, AND STORAGE
BENEFITS.—Sections 404(c)(1)(C), 404(f)(2)(B)(v),
406(a)(2)(B)(v), and 406(g)(1)(C) of title 37,
United States Code, and section 503(c)(1) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1991 (37 U.S.C. 406 note) are amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2002’’.

(g) EDUCATIONAL LEAVE FOR PUBLIC AND
COMMUNITY SERVICE.—Section 4463(f) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1993 (10 U.S.C. 1143a note) is amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2002’’.

(h) TRANSITIONAL HEALTH BENEFITS.—Sub-
sections (a)(1), (c)(1), and (e) of section 1145 of
title 10, United States Code, are amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2002’’.

(i) TRANSITIONAL COMMISSARY AND EXCHANGE
BENEFITS.—Section 1146 of such title is amended
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ both places it
appears and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(j) TRANSITIONAL USE OF MILITARY HOUS-
ING.—Paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 1147(a)
of such title are amended by striking ‘‘December
31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(k) CONTINUED ENROLLMENT OF DEPENDENTS
IN DEFENSE DEPENDENTS’ EDUCATION SYSTEM.—
Section 1407(c)(1) of the Defense Dependents’
Education Act of 1978 (20 U.S.C. 926(c)(1)) is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(l) FORCE REDUCTION TRANSITION PERIOD DE-
FINED FOR CERTAIN GUARD AND RESERVE BENE-
FITS.—Section 4411 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (10 U.S.C.
12681 note) is amended by striking ‘‘December
31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(m) RETIRED PAY FOR NON-REGULAR SERV-
ICE.—Sections 12731(f) and 12731a(b) of title 10,
United States Code, are amended by striking
‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘December
31, 2002’’.

(n) AFFILIATION WITH GUARD AND RESERVE
UNITS; WAIVER OF CERTAIN LIMITATIONS.—Sec-
tion 1150(a) of such title is amended by striking
‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘December
31, 2002’’.

(o) RESERVE MONTGOMERY GI BILL.—Section
16133(b)(1)(B) of such title is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2002’’.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Personnel
Policy

SEC. 511. PLACEMENT ON ACTIVE-DUTY LIST OF
CERTAIN RESERVE OFFICERS ON AC-
TIVE DUTY FOR A PERIOD OF THREE
YEARS OR LESS.

(a) CLARIFICATION OF EXEMPTION.—Section
641(1)(D) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(D) on active duty under section 12301(d) of
this title, other than as provided under subpara-
graph (C), if the call or order to active duty,

under regulations prescribed by the Secretary
concerned, specifies a period of three years or
less and continued placement on the reserve ac-
tive-status list;’’.

(b) RETROACTIVE APPLICATION.—(1) The Sec-
retary of the military department concerned
may provide that an officer who was excluded
from the active-duty list under section 641(1)(D)
of title 10, United States Code, as amended by
section 521 of the Floyd D. Spence National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as
enacted into law by Public Law 106–398; 114
Stat. 1654A–108), shall be considered to have
been on the active-duty list during the period
beginning on the date on which the officer was
so excluded and ending on the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(2) The Secretary of the military department
concerned may provide that a Reserve officer
who was placed on the active-duty list on or
after October 30, 1997, shall be placed on the re-
serve active-status list if the officer otherwise
meets the conditions specified in section
641(1)(D) of title 10, United States Code, as
amended by subsection (a).
SEC. 512. EXPANDED APPLICATION OF RESERVE

SPECIAL SELECTION BOARDS.
(a) SPECIAL SELECTION BOARD FOR BELOW-

THE-ZONE CONSIDERATION.—Section 14502 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘from in or
above the promotion zone’’;

(2) in subsection (a)(3), by inserting ‘‘for selec-
tion for promotion from in or above the pro-
motion zone’’ after ‘‘for consideration’’; and

(3) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘from in or
above the promotion zone’’.

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Subsection (b)(1)
of such section is amended by striking ‘‘under
this chapter by a selection board’’ and inserting
‘‘by a promotion board convened under section
14101(a) of this title’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall apply to any Reserve of-
ficer who was not considered for promotion be-
cause of administrative error, or was considered
for promotion but not selected because of mate-
rial error, under part III of subtitle E of title 10,
United States Code, on or after October 1, 1996.
SEC. 513. EXCEPTION TO BACCALAUREATE DE-

GREE REQUIREMENT FOR APPOINT-
MENT OF RESERVE OFFICERS TO
GRADES ABOVE FIRST LIEUTENANT.

Section 12205(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) as
paragraphs (5) and (6), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (4):

‘‘(4) The appointment to a grade in the Army
Reserve of a person whose original appointment
as an officer in the Army Reserve was through
the Officer Candidate School program and who
immediately before that original appointment
was an enlisted member on active duty.’’.
SEC. 514. IMPROVED DISABILITY BENEFITS FOR

CERTAIN RESERVE COMPONENT
MEMBERS.

(a) MEDICAL AND DENTAL CARE.—Sections
1074a(a)(3) and 1076(a)(2)(C) of title 10, United
States Code, are each amended by striking ‘‘, if
the’’ and all that follows through ‘‘member’s
residence’’.

(b) ELIGIBILITY FOR DISABILITY RETIREMENT
OR SEPARATION.—Sections 1204(2)(B)(iii) and
1206(2)(B)(iii) of title 10, United States Code, are
each amended by striking ‘‘, if the’’ and all that
follows through ‘‘member’s residence’’.

(c) RECOVERY, CARE, AND DISPOSITION OF RE-
MAINS.—Section 1481(a)(2)(D) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘, if the site
is outside reasonable commuting distance from
the member’s residence’’.

(d) PAY.—Sections 204(g)(1)(D), 204(h)(1)(D),
and 206(a)(3)(C) of title 37, United States Code,
are each amended by striking ‘‘, if the site is
outside reasonable commuting distance from the
member’s residence’’.

SEC. 515. TIME-IN-GRADE REQUIREMENT FOR RE-
SERVE COMPONENT OFFICERS WITH
A NONSERVICE CONNECTED DIS-
ABILITY.

Section 1370(d)(3)(B) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(B) A person covered by subparagraph (A)
who has completed at least six months of satis-
factory service in grade may be credited with
satisfactory service in the grade in which serv-
ing at the time of transfer or discharge, notwith-
standing failure of the person to complete three
years of service in that grade, if that person—

‘‘(i) is transferred from an active status or dis-
charged as a reserve commissioned officer solely
due to the requirements of a nondiscretionary
provision of law requiring that transfer or dis-
charge due to the person’s age or years of serv-
ice; or

‘‘(ii) is retired under chapter 1223 of this title
because the person no longer meets the quali-
fication for membership in the Ready Reserve
solely because of a physical disability, as deter-
mined, at a minimum, by a medical evaluation
board.’’.
SEC. 516. RESERVE MEMBERS CONSIDERED TO BE

DEPLOYED FOR PURPOSES OF PER-
SONNEL TEMPO MANAGEMENT.

Section 991(b) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘active’’ before ‘‘service’’;

and
(B) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘For

the purpose of applying the preceding sentence
to a member of a reserve component performing
active service, the housing in which the member
resides when on garrison duty at the member’s
permanent duty station or homeport, as the case
may be, shall be considered to be either the
housing the member normally occupies when on
garrison duty or the member’s permanent civil-
ian residence.’’;

(2) by striking paragraph (2);
(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) as

paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and
(4) in paragraph (3) (as so redesignated), by

striking ‘‘in paragraphs (1) and (2)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘in paragraph (1)’’.
SEC. 517. FUNERAL HONORS DUTY PERFORMED

BY RESERVE AND GUARD MEMBERS
TO BE TREATED AS INACTIVE-DUTY
TRAINING FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.

(a) RESERVE MEMBERS.—Section 12503(a) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new sentence: ‘‘Per-
formance of funeral honors duty by a Reserve
not on active duty shall be treated as inactive-
duty training (including with respect to travel
to and from such duty) for purposes of any pro-
vision of law other than sections 206 and 435 of
title 37.’’.

(b) NATIONAL GUARD MEMBERS.—Section
115(a) of title 32, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following new sen-
tence: ‘‘Performance of funeral honors duty by
such a member not on active duty or full-time
National Guard duty shall be treated as inac-
tive-duty training (including with respect to
travel to and from such duty) for purposes of
any provision of law other than sections 206 and
435 of title 37.’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply to funeral honors
duty performed on or after October 30, 2000.
SEC. 518. MEMBERS OF THE NATIONAL GUARD

PERFORMING FUNERAL HONORS
DUTY WHILE IN NON-FEDERAL STA-
TUS.

Section 1491(b) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

‘‘(3) A member of the Army National Guard of
the United States or the Air National Guard of
the United States who serves as a member of a
funeral honors detail while in a duty status au-
thorized under State law shall be considered to
be a member of the armed forces for the purposes
of the first sentence of paragraph (2).’’.
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SEC. 519. USE OF MILITARY LEAVE FOR FUNERAL

HONORS DUTY BY RESERVE MEM-
BERS AND NATIONAL GUARDSMEN.

Section 6323(a)(1) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘funeral honors
duty (as described in section 12503 of title 10 and
section 115 of title 32),’’ after ‘‘(as defined in
section 101 of title 37),’’.
Subtitle C—Joint Specialty Officers and Joint

Professional Military Education
SEC. 521. NOMINATIONS FOR JOINT SPECIALTY.

Paragraph (2) of section 661(b) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking
‘‘The Secretaries’’ and all that follows through
‘‘officers—’’ and inserting ‘‘Each officer on the
active-duty list on the date of the enactment of
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2002 who has not before that date been
nominated for the joint specialty by the Sec-
retary of a military department, and each offi-
cer who is placed on the active-duty list after
such date, who meets the requirements of sub-
section (c) shall automatically be considered to
have been nominated for the joint specialty.
From among those officers considered to be nom-
inated for the joint specialty, the Secretary may
select for the joint specialty only officers—’’.
SEC. 522. JOINT DUTY CREDIT.

Paragraph (4) of section 664(i) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘The’’
and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in subpara-
graph (F), the’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘‘(F) Service in a temporary joint task force
assignment not involved in combat or combat-re-
lated operations may not be credited for the pur-
poses of joint duty, unless, and only if—

‘‘(i) the service of the officer and the nature
of the joint task force not only meet all criteria
of this section, except subparagraph (E), but
also any additional criteria the Secretary may
establish;

‘‘(ii) the Secretary has specifically approved
the operation conducted by the joint task force
as one that qualifies for joint service credit, and
notifies Congress upon each approval, providing
the criteria that led to that approval; and

‘‘(iii) the operation is conducted by the joint
task force in an environment where an ex-
tremely fragile state of peace and high potential
for hostilities coexist.’’.
SEC. 523. RETROACTIVE JOINT SERVICE CREDIT

FOR DUTY IN CERTAIN JOINT TASK
FORCES.

(a) AUTHORITY.—In accordance with section
664(i) of title 10, United States Code, as amended
by section 522, the Secretary of Defense may
award joint service credit to any officer who
served on the staff of a United States joint task
force headquarters in an operation and during
the period set forth in subsection (b) and who
meets the criteria specified in such section. To
determine which officers qualify for such retro-
active credit, the Secretary shall undertake a
case-by-case review of the records of officers.

(b) ELIGIBLE OPERATIONS.—Service in the fol-
lowing operations, during the specified periods,
may be counted for credit under subsection (a):

(1) Operation Northern Watch, during the pe-
riod beginning on August 1, 1992, and ending on
a date to be determined.

(2) Operation Southern Watch, during the pe-
riod beginning on August 27, 1992, and ending
on a date to be determined.

(3) Operation Able Sentry, during the period
beginning on June 26, 1993, and ending on Feb-
ruary 28, 1999.

(4) Operation Joint Endeavor, during the pe-
riod beginning on December 25, 1995, and ending
on December 19, 1996.

(5) Operation Joint Guard, during the period
beginning on December 20, 1996, and ending on
June 20, 1998.

(6) Operation Desert Thunder, beginning on
January 24, 1998, and ending on December 15,
1998.

(7) Operation Joint Forge, beginning on June
20, 1998, and ending on June 10, 1999.

(8) Operation Noble Anvil, beginning on
March 24, 1999, and ending on July 20, 1999.

(9) Operation Joint Guardian, beginning on
June 11, 1999, and ending on a date to be deter-
mined.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of Defense shall submit to Congress a report of
the numbers, by service, grade, and operation,
of the officers given joint service credit in ac-
cordance with this section.
SEC. 524. REVISION TO ANNUAL REPORT ON

JOINT OFFICER MANAGEMENT.

Section 667 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ after ‘‘(1)’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following new

subparagraph:
‘‘(B) The number of officers who meet the cri-

teria for selection for the joint specialty but
were not selected, together with the reasons
why.’’;

(2) by amending paragraph (2) to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(2) The number of officers with the joint spe-
cialty, shown by grade and branch or specialty
and by education.’’;

(3) in paragraph (3)—
(A) in subparagraph (A) and (B), by striking

‘‘nominated’’ and inserting ‘‘selected’’;
(B) by inserting ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-

graph (D);
(C) by striking subparagraph (E); and
(D) by redesignating subparagraph (F) as sub-

paragraph (E);
(4) in paragraph (4)(A), by striking ‘‘nomi-

nated’’ and inserting ‘‘selected’’;
(5) in paragraph (14)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ after ‘‘(14)’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following new

subparagraph:
‘‘(B) An assessment of the extent to which the

Secretary of each military department is assign-
ing personnel to joint duty assignments in ac-
cordance with this chapter and the policies, pro-
cedures, and practices established by the Sec-
retary of Defense under section 661(a) of this
title.’’; and

(6) in paragraph (16), by striking ‘‘section
664(i)’’ in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A) and in subparagraph (B) and inserting
‘‘subparagraphs (E) and (F) of section
664(i)(4)’’.
SEC. 525. REQUIREMENT FOR SELECTION FOR

JOINT SPECIALTY BEFORE PRO-
MOTION TO GENERAL OR FLAG OFFI-
CER GRADE.

(a) REQUIREMENT.—Subsection (a) of section
619a of title 10, United States Code, is amended
by striking ‘‘unless’’ and all that follows and
inserting ‘‘unless—

‘‘(1) the officer has completed a full tour of
duty in a joint duty assignment (as described in
section 664(f) of this title); and

‘‘(2) for appointments after September 30, 2007,
the officer has been selected for the joint spe-
cialty in accordance with section 661 of this
title.’’

(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—Subsection (b) of
that section is amended by striking ‘‘may waive
subsection (a) in the following circumstances:’’
and inserting ‘‘may waive paragraph (1) or
paragraph (2) of subsection (a), or both para-
graphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a), in the fol-
lowing circumstances (except that paragraph (2)
of subsection (a) may not be waived by reason
of paragraph (4)):’’.

(c) PROPOSED LEGISLATIVE CHANGES.—Not
later than December 1, 2002, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to Congress a draft proposal
for such legislative changes as the Secretary
considers needed to implement the amendment
made by subsections (a) and (b).

SEC. 526. INDEPENDENT STUDY OF JOINT OFFI-
CER MANAGEMENT AND JOINT PRO-
FESSIONAL MILITARY EDUCATION
REFORMS.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Defense shall
provide for an independent study of the joint of-
ficer management system and the joint profes-
sional military education system. The Secretary
shall ensure that the entity conducting the
study is provided such information and support
as required. The Secretary shall include in the
contract for the study a requirement that the
entity conducting the study submit a report to
Congress on the study not later than June 30,
2002.

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED WITH RESPECT
TO JOINT OFFICER MANAGEMENT.—With respect
to the joint officer management system, the enti-
ty conducting the independent study shall pro-
vide for the following:

(1) Assessment of implications for joint officer
education, development, and management that
would result from proposed joint organizational
operational concepts (such as standing joint
task forces) and from emerging officer manage-
ment and personnel reforms (such as longer ca-
reers and more stabilization), that are under
consideration by the Secretary of Defense.

(2) Assessment of the effectiveness of the cur-
rent joint officer management system to develop
and use joint specialty qualified officers in
meeting both current and future requirements
for joint specialty officers.

(3) Recommendations, based on empirical and
other data, to improve the effectiveness of the
joint officer management system, especially with
regard to the following:

(A) The proper mix and sequencing of edu-
cation assignments and experience assignments
(to include, with respect to both types of assign-
ments, consideration of the type and quality,
and the length, of such assignments) to qualify
an officer as a joint specialty officer, as well as
the implications of adopting a variable joint
duty tour length and the advisability and impli-
cations of a system of qualifying officers as joint
specialty officers that uses multiple shorter
qualification tracks to selection as a joint spe-
cialty officer than are now codified.

(B) The system of using joint specialty offi-
cers, including the continued utility of such
measures as—

(i) the required fill of positions on the joint
duty assignment list, as specified in paragraphs
(1) and (4) of section 661(d) of title 10, United
States Code;

(ii) the fill by such officers of a required num-
ber of critical billets, as prescribed by section
661(d)(2) of such title;

(iii) the mandated fill by general and flag offi-
cers of a minimum number of critical billets, as
prescribed by section 661(d)(3) of such title; and

(iv) current promotion policy objectives for of-
ficers with the joint specialty, officers serving
on the Joint Staff, and officers serving in joint
duty assignment list positions, as prescribed by
section 662 of such title.

(C) Changes in policy and law required to
provide officers the required joint specialty
qualification before promotion to general or flag
officer grade.

(D) A determination of the number of reserve
component officers who would be qualified for
designation as a joint specialty officer by reason
of experience or education if the standards of
existing law, including waiver authorities, were
applied to them, and recommendations for a
process for qualifying and employing future re-
serve component officers as joint specialty offi-
cers.

(c) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED WITH RESPECT
TO JOINT PROFESSIONAL MILITARY EDUCATION.—
With respect to the joint professional military
education system, the entity conducting the
independent study shall provide for the fol-
lowing:

(1) The number of officers who under the cur-
rent system (A) qualified as joint specialty offi-
cers by attending joint professional military
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education programs before their first joint duty
assignment, (B) qualified as joint specialty offi-
cers after arriving at their first joint duty as-
signment but before completing that assignment,
and (C) qualified as joint specialty officers with-
out any joint professional military education.

(2) Recommended initiatives (include changes
in officer personnel management law, if nec-
essary) to provide incentives and otherwise fa-
cilitate attendance at joint professional military
education programs before an officer’s first joint
duty assignment.

(3) Recommended goals for attendance at the
Joint Forces Staff College en route to a first
joint duty assignment.

(4) An assessment of the continuing utility of
statutory requirements for use of officers fol-
lowing joint professional military education, as
prescribed by section 662(d) of title 10, United
States Code.

(5) Determination of whether joint profes-
sional military education programs should re-
main principally an in-resident, multi-service
experience and what role non-resident or dis-
tributive learning can or should play in future
joint professional military education programs.

(6) Examination of options for the length of
and increased capacity at Joint Forces Staff
College, and whether other in-resident joint pro-
fessional military education sources should be
opened, and if opened, how they might be prop-
erly accredited and overseen to provide instruc-
tion at the level of the program designated as
’’joint professional military education’’.

(d) CHAIRMAN OF JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF.—
With respect to the roles of the Secretary of De-
fense and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, the entity conducting the independent
study shall—

(1) provide for an evaluation of the current
roles of the Secretary of Defense, the Chairman
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and joint staff in
law, policy, and implementation with regard to
establishing and maintaining oversight of joint
officer management, career guidelines, and joint
professional military education; and

(2) make recommendations to improve and
strengthen those roles.

(e) REQUIREMENTS FOR STUDY ENTITY.—In
providing for the independent study required by
subsection (a), the Secretary of Defense shall
ensure that the entity conducting the study—

(1) is not a Department of Defense organiza-
tion; and

(2) shall, at a minimum, involve in the study,
in an integral way, the following persons:

(A) The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
and available former Chairmen of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff.

(B) Members and former members of the Joint
Staff, the Armed Forces, the Congress, and con-
gressional staff who are or who have been sig-
nificantly involved in the development, imple-
mentation, or modification of joint officer man-
agement and joint professional military edu-
cation.

(C) Experts in joint officer management and
education from civilian academic and research
centers.
SEC. 527. PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT EDU-

CATION.
(a) EXECUTIVE AGENT FOR FUNDING.—(1) Ef-

fective beginning with fiscal year 2003, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall be the executive agent
for funding professional development education
operations of all components of the National De-
fense University, including the Joint Forces
Staff College. The Secretary may not delegate
the Secretary’s functions and responsibilities
under the preceding sentence to the Secretary of
a military department.

(2) Nothing in this subsection affects policies
in effect on the date of the enactment of this Act
with respect to—

(A) the reporting of the President of the Na-
tional Defense University to the Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff; or

(B) provision of logistical and base operations
support for components of the National Defense
University by the military departments.

(b) PREPARATION OF BUDGET REQUESTS.—Sec-
tion 2162(b) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(2) As executive agent for funding profes-
sional development education at the National
Defense University, including the Joint Forces
Staff College, the Secretary of Defense, with the
advice of the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, shall prepare the annual budget for pro-
fessional development education operations at
the National Defense University and set forth
that request as a separate budget request in the
materials submitted to Congress in support of
the budget request for the Department of De-
fense. Nothing in the preceding sentence affects
policies in effect on the date of the enactment of
this paragraph with respect to budgeting for the
funding of logistical and base operations sup-
port for components of the National Defense
University through the military departments.’’.

(c) FUNDING SOURCE.—(1) Section 2165 of title
10, United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new subsection:

‘‘(d) SOURCE OF FUNDS FOR PROFESSIONAL DE-
VELOPMENT EDUCATION OPERATIONS.—Funding
for the professional development education oper-
ations of the National Defense University shall
be provided from funds made available to the
Secretary of Defense from the annual appro-
priation ‘Operation and Maintenance, Defense-
wide’.’’.

(2) Subsection (d) of section 2165 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by paragraph (1),
shall become effective beginning with fiscal year
2003.
SEC. 528. AUTHORITY FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE

UNIVERSITY TO ENROLL CERTAIN
PRIVATE SECTOR CIVILIANS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 108 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:
‘‘§ 2167. National Defense University: admis-

sion of private sector civilians to profes-
sional military education program
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY FOR ADMISSION.—The Sec-

retary of Defense may permit eligible private
sector employees who work in organizations rel-
evant to national security to receive instruction
at the National Defense University in accord-
ance with this section. No more than 10 full-time
equivalent private sector employees may be en-
rolled at any one time. Upon successful comple-
tion of the course of instruction in which en-
rolled, any such private sector employee may be
awarded an appropriate diploma or degree
under section 2165 of this title.

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE PRIVATE SECTOR EMPLOYEES.—
For purposes of this section, an eligible private
sector employee is an individual employed by a
private firm that is engaged in providing to the
Department of Defense or other Government de-
partments or agencies significant and substan-
tial defense-related systems, products, or serv-
ices or whose work product is relevant to na-
tional security policy or strategy. A private sec-
tor employee admitted for instruction at the Na-
tional Defense University remains eligible for
such instruction only so long as that person re-
mains employed by the same firm.

‘‘(c) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION BY SECRETARY OF
DEFENSE.—Private sector employees may receive
instruction at the National Defense University
during any academic year only if, before the
start of that academic year, the Secretary of De-
fense determines, and certifies to the Committee
on Armed Services of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives, that providing instruction to pri-
vate sector employees under this section during
that year will further national security interests
of the United States.

‘‘(d) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary
of Defense shall ensure that—

‘‘(1) the curriculum for the professional mili-
tary education program in which private sector
employees may be enrolled under this section is
not readily available through other schools and
concentrates on national security relevant
issues; and

‘‘(2) the course offerings at the National De-
fense University continue to be determined sole-
ly by the needs of the Department of Defense.

‘‘(e) TUITION.—The President of the National
Defense University shall charge students en-
rolled under this section a rate—

‘‘(1) that is at least the rate charged for em-
ployees of the United States outside the Depart-
ment of Defense, less infrastructure costs, and

‘‘(2) that considers the value to the school and
course of the private sector student.

‘‘(f) STANDARDS OF CONDUCT.—While receiv-
ing instruction at the National Defense Univer-
sity, students enrolled under this section, to the
extent practicable, are subject to the same regu-
lations governing academic performance, at-
tendance, norms of behavior, and enrollment as
apply to Government civilian employees receiv-
ing instruction at the university.

‘‘(g) USE OF FUNDS.—Amounts received by the
National Defense University for instruction of
students enrolled under this section shall be re-
tained by the university to defray the costs of
such instruction. The source, and the disposi-
tion, of such funds shall be specifically identi-
fied in records of the university.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

‘‘2167. National Defense University: admission
of private sector civilians to pro-
fessional military education pro-
gram.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 2167 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall take effect on January 1, 2002.
SEC. 529. CONTINUATION OF RESERVE COMPO-

NENT PROFESSIONAL MILITARY
EDUCATION TEST.

(a) CONTINUATION OF CONCEPT VALIDATION
TEST.—During fiscal year 2002, the Secretary of
Defense shall continue the concept validation
test of Reserve component joint professional
military education that was begun in fiscal year
2001 at the National Defense University.

(b) PILOT PROGRAM.—If the Secretary of De-
fense determines that the results of the concept
validation test referred to in subsection (a) war-
rant conducting a pilot program of the concept
that was the subject of the test, the Secretary
shall conduct such a pilot program during fiscal
year 2003.

(c) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall provide
funds for the concept validation test under sub-
section (a) and for any pilot program under sub-
section (b) from funds appropriated to the Sec-
retary of Defense in addition those appropriated
for operations of the National Defense Univer-
sity.

Subtitle D—Military Education and Training
SEC. 531. DEFENSE LANGUAGE INSTITUTE FOR-

EIGN LANGUAGE CENTER.
(a) AUTHORITY TO CONFER ASSOCIATE OF

ARTS DEGREE.—Chapter 108 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by adding after section
2167, as added by section 528(a)(1), the following
new section:

‘‘§ 2168. Defense Language Institute Foreign
Language Center: degree of Associate of
Arts in foreign language
‘‘(a) Subject to subsection (b), the Com-

mandant of the Defense Language Institute may
confer an Associate of Arts degree in a foreign
language upon any graduate of the Foreign
Language Center of the Institute who fulfills
the requirements for that degree.

‘‘(b) A degree may be conferred upon a stu-
dent under this section only if the Provost of the
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Center certifies to the Commandant that the stu-
dent has satisfied all the requirements pre-
scribed for the degree.

‘‘(c) The authority provided by subsection (a)
shall be exercised under regulations prescribed
by the Secretary of Defense.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding after the item relating to section
2167, as added by section 528(a)(2), the following
new item:
‘‘2168. Defense Language Institute Foreign Lan-

guage Center: degree of Associate
of Arts in foreign language.’’.

SEC. 532. AUTHORITY FOR THE MARINE CORPS
UNIVERSITY TO AWARD DEGREE OF
MASTER OF STRATEGIC STUDIES.

(a) MARINE CORPS WAR COLLEGE DEGREE.—
Section 7102 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

‘‘(b) MARINE CORPS WAR COLLEGE.—Upon the
recommendation of the Director and faculty of
the Marine Corps War College of the Marine
Corps University, the President of the Marine
Corps University may confer the degree of mas-
ter of strategic studies upon graduates of the
Marine Corps War College who fulfill the re-
quirements for that degree.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Sub-
section (a) of such section is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘upon graduates’’ and all that follows and
inserting ‘‘upon graduates of the Command and
Staff College who fulfill the requirements for
that degree.’’.

(2) Subsection (c) of such section, as redesig-
nated by subsection (a)(1), is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘subsection (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections
(a) and (b)’’.

(3)(A) The heading of such section is amended
to read as follows:
‘‘§ 7102. Marine Corps University: masters de-

grees; board of advisors’’.
(B) The item relating to such section in the

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 609
of such title is amended to read as follows:
‘‘7102. Marine Corps University: masters de-

grees; board of advisors.’’.
(c) CODIFICATION OF REQUIREMENT FOR

BOARD OF ADVISORS.—(1) Section 7102 of title
10, United States Code, as amended by sub-
sections (a) and (b), is further amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection:

‘‘(d) BOARD OF ADVISORS.—The Secretary of
the Navy shall establish a board of advisors for
the Marine Corps University. The Secretary
shall ensure that the board is established so as
to meet all requirements of the appropriate re-
gional accrediting association.’’.

(2) Section 912 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (Public Law
103–337; 10 U.S.C. 7102 note) is repealed.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The authority to confer
the degree of master of strategic studies under
section 7102(b) of title 10, United States Code (as
added by subsection (a)) may not be exercised
until the Secretary of Education determines,
and certifies to the President of the Marine
Corps University, that the requirements estab-
lished by the Marine Corps War College of the
Marine Corps University for that degree are in
accordance with generally applicable require-
ments for a degree of master of arts. Upon re-
ceipt of such a certification, the President of the
University shall promptly transmit a copy of the
certification to the Committee on Armed Services
of the Senate and Committee on Armed Services
of the House of Representatives.
SEC. 533. INCREASE IN NUMBER OF FOREIGN

STUDENTS AUTHORIZED TO BE AD-
MITTED TO THE SERVICE ACAD-
EMIES.

(a) UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY.—(1)
Subsection (a)(1) of section 4344 of title 10,

United States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘40
persons’’ and inserting ‘‘60 persons’’.

(2) Subsection (b) of such section is amended—
(A) by inserting ‘‘some or all’’ in paragraph

(2) after ‘‘unless a written waiver of’’; and
(B) by striking paragraph (3).
(3) The amendments made by paragraph (2)

shall not apply with respect to any person who
entered the United States Military Academy to
receive instruction under section 4344 of title 10,
United States Code, before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

(b) UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY.—(1) Sub-
section (a)(1) of section 6957 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘40 per-
sons’’ and inserting ‘‘60 persons’’.

(2) Subsection (b) of such section is amended—
(A) by inserting ‘‘some or all’’ in paragraph

(2) after ‘‘unless a written waiver of’’; and
(B) by striking paragraph (3).
(3) The amendments made by paragraph (2)

shall not apply with respect to any person who
entered the United States Naval Academy to re-
ceive instruction under section 6957 of title 10,
United States Code, before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

(c) UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY.—(1)
Subsection (a)(1) of section 9344 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘40
persons’’ and inserting ‘‘60 persons’’.

(2) Subsection (b) of such section is amended—
(A) by inserting ‘‘some or all’’ in paragraph

(2) after ‘‘unless a written waiver of’’; and
(B) by striking paragraph (3).
(3) The amendments made by paragraph (2)

shall not apply with respect to any person who
entered the United States Air Force Academy to
receive instruction under section 9344 of title 10,
United States Code, before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.
SEC. 534. INCREASE IN MAXIMUM AGE FOR AP-

POINTMENT AS A CADET OR MID-
SHIPMAN IN SENIOR RESERVE OFFI-
CER TRAINING CORPS SCHOLARSHIP
PROGRAMS.

(a) GENERAL ROTC SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM.—
Section 2107(a) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘27 years of age on June 30’’
and inserting ‘‘35 years of age on December 31’’;
and

(2) by striking ‘‘, except that’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘on such date’’ the second place it
appears.

(b) ARMY RESERVE AND ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD ROTC SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM.—Section
2107a(a) of such title is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘27 years of age on June 30’’
and inserting ‘‘35 years of age on December 31’’;
and

(2) by striking ‘‘, except that’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘on such date’’ the second place it
appears.
SEC. 535. ACTIVE DUTY PARTICIPATION AS A

CADET OR MIDSHIPMAN IN SENIOR
ROTC ADVANCED TRAINING.

(a) SENIOR RESERVE OFFICER TRAINING
CORPS.—Section 2104(b)(3) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘a reserve
component of’’ ’’.

(b) BASIC PAY.—Section 209(c) of title 37,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
‘‘unless the cadet or midshipman is serving on
active duty’’ before the period at the end.
SEC. 536. AUTHORITY TO MODIFY THE SERVICE

OBLIGATION OF CERTAIN ROTC CA-
DETS IN MILITARY JUNIOR COL-
LEGES RECEIVING FINANCIAL AS-
SISTANCE.

(a) AUTHORITY TO MODIFY AGREEMENTS.—
Subsection (b) of section 2107a of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(b)’’;
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), (3),

(4), (5), and (6) as subparagraphs (A), (B), (C),
(D), (E), and (F), respectively;

(3) by designating the sentence following sub-
paragraph (F), as so redesignated, as paragraph
(2); and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(3) In the case of a cadet under this section
at a military junior college, the Secretary may,
at any time and with the consent of the cadet
concerned, modify an agreement described in
paragraph (1)(F) submitted by the cadet to re-
duce or eliminate the troop program unit service
obligation specified in the agreement and to es-
tablish, in lieu of that obligation, an active duty
service obligation. Such a modification may be
made only if the Secretary determines that it is
in the best interests of the United States to do
so.’’.

(b) RETROACTIVE APPLICATION.—The author-
ity of the Secretary of Defense under section
2107a(b)(3) of title 10, United States Code, as
added by subsection (a), may be exercised with
regard to any agreement described in subsection
(b)(1)(F) (including agreements related to par-
ticipation in the Advanced Course of the Army
Reserve Officers’ Training Corps at a military
college or civilian institution) entered into dur-
ing the period beginning on January 1, 1991 and
ending on July 12, 2000.

(c) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Subsection (h) of
such section is amended by striking ‘‘military
college’’ in the second sentence and inserting
‘‘military junior college’’.
SEC. 537. MODIFICATION OF NURSE OFFICER

CANDIDATE ACCESSION PROGRAM
RESTRICTION ON STUDENTS AT-
TENDING EDUCATIONAL INSTITU-
TIONS WITH SENIOR RESERVE OFFI-
CERS’ TRAINING PROGRAMS.

Section 2130a of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘that does
not have a Senior Reserve Officers’ Training
Program established under section 2102 of this
title’’; and

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by inserting before the
semicolon at the end ‘‘or that has a Senior Re-
serve Officers’ Training Program for which the
student is ineligible’’.
SEC. 538. REPEAL OF LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF

JUNIOR RESERVE OFFICERS’ TRAIN-
ING CORPS (JROTC) UNITS.

Section 2031(a)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking the second sen-
tence.
SEC. 539. RESERVE HEALTH PROFESSIONALS STI-

PEND PROGRAM EXPANSION.
(a) PURPOSE OF PROGRAM.—Subsection (a) of

section 16201 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘specialties critically needed in
wartime’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘training in such specialties’’
and inserting ‘‘training that leads to a degree in
medicine or dentistry or training in a health
professions specialty that is critically needed in
wartime’’; and

(3) by striking ‘‘training in certain health care
specialties’’ and inserting ‘‘health care edu-
cation and training’’.

(b) MEDICAL AND DENTAL STUDENT STIPEND.—
Such section is further amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (b), (c), (d),
and (e) as subsections (c), (d), (e), and (f), re-
spectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

‘‘(b) MEDICAL AND DENTAL SCHOOL STU-
DENTS.—(1) Under the stipend program under
this chapter, the Secretary of the military de-
partment concerned may enter into an agree-
ment with a person who—

‘‘(A) is eligible to be appointed as an officer in
a reserve component;

‘‘(B) is enrolled or has been accepted for en-
rollment in an institution in a course of study
that results in a degree in medicine or dentistry;

‘‘(C) signs an agreement that, unless sooner
separated, the person will—

‘‘(i) complete the educational phase of the
program;
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‘‘(ii) accept a reappointment or redesignation

within the person’s reserve component, if ten-
dered, based upon the person’s health profes-
sion, following satisfactory completion of the
educational and intern programs; and

‘‘(iii) participate in a residency program; and
‘‘(D) if required by regulations prescribed by

the Secretary of Defense, agrees to apply for, if
eligible, and accept, if offered, residency train-
ing in a health profession skill which has been
designated by the Secretary of Defense as a
critically needed wartime skill.

‘‘(2) Under the agreement—
‘‘(A) the Secretary of the military department

concerned shall agree to pay the participant a
stipend, in the amount determined under sub-
section (f), for the period or the remainder of the
period the student is satisfactorily progressing
toward a degree in medicine or dentistry while
enrolled in an accredited medical or dental
school;

‘‘(B) the participant shall not be eligible to re-
ceive such stipend before appointment, designa-
tion, or assignment as an officer for service in
the Ready Reserve;

‘‘(C) the participant shall be subject to such
active duty requirements as may be specified in
the agreement and to active duty in time of war
or national emergency as provided by law for
members of the Ready Reserve; and

‘‘(D) the participant shall agree to serve, upon
successful completion of the program, one year
in the Selected Reserve for each six months, or
part thereof, for which the stipend is provided.
In the case of a participant who enters into a
subsequent agreement under subsection (c) and
successfully completes residency training in a
specialty designated by the Secretary of Defense
as a specialty critically needed by the military
department in wartime, the requirement to serve
in the Selected Reserve may be reduced to one
year for each year, or part thereof, for which
the stipend was provided while enrolled in med-
ical or dental school.’’.

(c) WARTIME CRITICAL SKILLS.—Subsection (c)
of such section (as redesignated by subsection
(b)(1)) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘WARTIME’’ after ‘‘CRITICAL’’
in the heading; and

(2) by inserting ‘‘or has been appointed as a
medical or dental officer in the Reserve of the
armed force concerned’’ in paragraph (1)(B) be-
fore the semicolon at the end.

(d) SERVICE OBLIGATION REQUIREMENT.—
Paragraph (2)(D) of subsection (c) of such sec-
tion (as redesignated by subsection (b)(1)) and
paragraph (2)(D) of subsection (d) of such sec-
tion (as so redesignated) are amended by strik-
ing ‘‘two years in the Ready Reserve for each
year,’’ and inserting ‘‘one year in the Ready Re-
serve for each six months,’’.

(e) CROSS-REFERENCE.—Paragraph (2)(A) of
subsection (c) of such section (as redesignated
by subsection (b)(1)) and paragraph (2)(A) of
subsection (d) of such section (as so redesig-
nated) are amended by striking ‘‘subsection (e)’’
and inserting ‘‘subsection (f)’’.
SEC. 540. HOUSING ALLOWANCE FOR THE CHAP-

LAIN FOR THE CORPS OF CADETS,
UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY.

(a) AUTHORITY.—The second sentence of sec-
tion 4337 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows: ‘‘Notwithstanding
any other provision of law, the chaplain is enti-
tled to the same basic allowance for housing al-
lowed to a lieutenant colonel, and to fuel and
light for quarters in kind.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on the first
day of the first month beginning on or after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

Subtitle E—Decorations, Awards, and
Commendations

SEC. 541. AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF THE MEDAL
OF HONOR TO HUMBERT R. VERSACE
FOR VALOR DURING THE VIETNAM
WAR.

(a) WAIVER OF TIME LIMITATION.—Notwith-
standing the time limitations specified in section

3744 of title 10, United States Code, or any other
time limitation with respect to the awarding of
certain medals to persons who served in the mili-
tary service, the President may award the
Medal of Honor under section 3741 of that title
to Humbert R. Versace for the acts of valor re-
ferred to in subsection (b).

(b) ACTION DESCRIBED.—The acts of valor re-
ferred to in subsection (a) are the actions of
Humbert R. Versace between October 29, 1963,
and September 26, 1965, while interned as a pris-
oner-of-war by the Vietnamese Communist Na-
tional Liberation Front (Viet Cong) in the Re-
public of Vietnam.
SEC. 542. REVIEW REGARDING AWARD OF MEDAL

OF HONOR TO CERTAIN JEWISH
AMERICAN AND HISPANIC AMERICAN
WAR VETERANS.

(a) REVIEW REQUIRED.—The Secretary of each
military department shall review the service
records of each Jewish American war veteran or
Hispanic American war veteran described in
subsection (b) to determine whether that veteran
should be awarded the Medal of Honor.

(b) COVERED JEWISH AMERICAN WAR VET-
ERANS AND HISPANIC AMERICAN WAR VET-
ERANS.—The Jewish American war veterans and
Hispanic American war veterans whose service
records are to be reviewed under subsection (a)
are the following:

(1) Any Jewish American war veteran or His-
panic American war veteran who was awarded
the Distinguished Service Cross, the Navy Cross,
or the Air Force Cross before the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(2) Any other Jewish American war veteran or
Hispanic American war veteran whose name is
submitted to the Secretary concerned for such
purpose before the end of the one-year period
beginning on the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(c) CONSULTATIONS.—In carrying out the re-
view under subsection (a), the Secretary of each
military department shall consult with the Jew-
ish War Veterans of the United States of Amer-
ica and with such other veterans service organi-
zations as the Secretary considers appropriate.

(d) RECOMMENDATION BASED ON REVIEW.—If
the Secretary concerned determines, based upon
the review under subsection (a) of the service
records of any Jewish American war veteran or
Hispanic American war veteran, that the award
of the Medal of Honor to that veteran is war-
ranted, the Secretary shall submit to the Presi-
dent a recommendation that the President
award the Medal of Honor to that veteran.

(e) AUTHORITY TO AWARD MEDAL OF
HONOR.—A Medal of Honor may be awarded to
a Jewish American war veteran or Hispanic
American war veteran in accordance with a rec-
ommendation of the Secretary concerned under
subsection (a).

(f) WAIVER OF TIME LIMITATIONS.—An award
of the Medal of Honor may be made under sub-
section (e) without regard to—

(1) section 3744, 6248, or 8744 of title 10, United
States Code, as applicable; and

(2) any regulation or other administrative re-
striction on—

(A) the time for awarding the Medal of Honor;
or

(B) the awarding of the Medal of Honor for
service for which a Distinguished Service Cross,
Navy Cross, or Air Force Cross has been award-
ed.

(g) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this section,
the term ‘‘Jewish American war veteran’’ means
any person who served in the Armed Forces dur-
ing World War II or a later period of war and
who identified himself or herself as Jewish on
his or her military personnel records.
SEC. 543. AUTHORITY TO ISSUE DUPLICATE

MEDAL OF HONOR.
(a) ARMY.—(1) Chapter 357 of title 10, United

States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new section:
‘‘§ 3754. Medal of honor: duplicate medal

‘‘A person awarded a medal of honor shall,
upon written application of that person, be

issued, without charge, one duplicate medal of
honor with ribbons and appurtenances. Such
duplicate medal of honor shall be marked, in
such manner as the Secretary of the Army may
determine, as a duplicate or for display purposes
only.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

‘‘3754. Medal of honor: duplicate medal.’’.
(b) NAVY.—(1) Chapter 567 of title 10, United

States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new section:

‘‘§ 6256. Medal of honor: duplicate medal
‘‘A person awarded a medal of honor shall,

upon written application of that person, be
issued, without charge, one duplicate medal of
honor with ribbons and appurtenances. Such
duplicate medal of honor shall be marked, in
such manner as the Secretary of the Navy may
determine, as a duplicate or for display purposes
only.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

‘‘6256. Medal of honor: duplicate medal.’’.
(c) AIR FORCE.—(1) Chapter 857 of title 10,

United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

‘‘§ 8754. Medal of honor: duplicate medal
‘‘A person awarded a medal of honor shall,

upon written application of that person, be
issued, without charge, one duplicate medal of
honor with ribbons and appurtenances. Such
duplicate medal of honor shall be marked, in
such manner as the Secretary of the Air Force
may determine, as a duplicate or for display
purposes only.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

‘‘8754. Medal of honor: duplicate medal.’’.
(d) COAST GUARD.—(1) Chapter 13 of title 14,

United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 503 the following new section:

‘‘§ 504. Medal of honor: duplicate medal
‘‘A person awarded a medal of honor shall,

upon written application of that person, be
issued, without charge, one duplicate medal of
honor with ribbons and appurtenances. Such
duplicate medal of honor shall be marked, in
such manner as the Secretary may determine, as
a duplicate or for display purposes only.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 503 the following new
item:

‘‘504. Medal of honor: duplicate medal.’’.
(e) DEFINITION OF MEDAL OF HONOR FOR PUR-

POSES OF FEDERAL UNAUTHORIZED-USE CRIME.—
Section 704(b)(2)(B) of title 18, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(B) As used in this subsection, ‘Congres-
sional Medal of Honor’ means—

‘‘(i) a medal of honor awarded under section
3741, 6241, or 8741 of title 10 or section 491 of
title 14;

‘‘(ii) a duplicate medal of honor issued under
section 3754, 6256, or 8754 of title 10 or section
504 of title 14; or

‘‘(iii) a replacement of a medal of honor pro-
vided under section 3747, 6253, or 8747 of title 10
or section 501 of title 14.’’.
SEC. 544. AUTHORITY TO REPLACE STOLEN MILI-

TARY DECORATIONS.

(a) ARMY, NAVY, AND AIR FORCE.—Sections
3747, 6253, and 8747 of title 10, United States
Code, are each amended by striking ‘‘lost or de-
stroyed’’ and inserting ‘‘stolen, lost, or de-
stroyed’’.

(b) COAST GUARD.—Section 501 of title 14,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
‘‘stolen,’’ before ‘‘lost,’’.
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SEC. 545. WAIVER OF TIME LIMITATIONS FOR

AWARD OF NAVY DISTINGUISHED
FLYING CROSS TO CERTAIN PER-
SONS.

(a) WAIVER.—Any limitation established by
law or policy for the time within which a rec-
ommendation for the award of a military deco-
ration or award must be submitted shall not
apply to awards of decorations described in this
section, the award of each such decoration hav-
ing been determined by the Secretary concerned
to be warranted in accordance with section 1130
of title 10, United States Code.

(b) DISTINGUISHED FLYING CROSS.—Subsection
(a) applies to the award of the Distinguished
Flying Cross for service during World War II or
Korea (including multiple awards to the same
individual) in the case of each individual con-
cerning whom the Secretary of the Navy (or an
officer of the Navy acting on behalf of the Sec-
retary) submitted to the Committee on Armed
Services of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate, dur-
ing the period beginning on October 31, 2000,
and ending on the day before the date of the en-
actment of this Act, a notice as provided in sec-
tion 1130(b) of title 10, United States Code, that
the award of the Distinguished Flying Cross to
that individual is warranted and that a waiver
of time restrictions prescribed by law for rec-
ommendation for such award is recommended.
SEC. 546. KOREA DEFENSE SERVICE MEDAL.

(a) ARMY.—(1) Chapter 357 of title 10, United
States Code, as amended by section 543(a)(1), is
further amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section:

‘‘§ 3755. Korea Defense Service Medal
‘‘(a) The Secretary of the Army shall issue a

campaign medal, to be known as the Korea De-
fense Service Medal, to each person who while
a member of the Army served in the Republic of
Korea or the waters adjacent thereto during the
KDSM eligibility period and met the service re-
quirements for the award of that medal pre-
scribed under subsection (c).

‘‘(b) In this section, the term ‘KDSM eligi-
bility period’ means the period beginning on
July 28, 1954, and ending on such date after the
date of the enactment of this section as may be
determined by the Secretary of Defense to be ap-
propriate for terminating eligibility for the
Korea Defense Service Medal.

‘‘(c) The Secretary of the Army shall prescribe
service requirements for eligibility for the Korea
Defense Service Medal. Those requirements shall
not be more stringent than the service require-
ments for award of the Armed Forces Expedi-
tionary Medal for instances in which the award
of that medal is authorized.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter, as amended by section 543(a)(2), is
further amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new item:

‘‘3755. Korea Defense Service Medal.’’.

(b) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.—(1) Chapter 567
of title 10, United States Code, as amended by
section 543(b)(1), is further amended by adding
at the end the following new section:

‘‘§ 6257. Korea Defense Service Medal
‘‘(a) The Secretary of the Navy shall issue a

campaign medal, to be known as the Korea De-
fense Service Medal, to each person who while
a member of the Navy or Marine Corps served in
the Republic of Korea or the waters adjacent
thereto during the KDSM eligibility period and
met the service requirements for the award of
that medal prescribed under subsection (c).

‘‘(b) In this section, the term ‘KDSM eligi-
bility period’ means the period beginning on
July 28, 1954, and ending on such date after the
date of the enactment of this section as may be
determined by the Secretary of Defense to be ap-
propriate for terminating eligibility for the
Korea Defense Service Medal.

‘‘(c) The Secretary of the Navy shall prescribe
service requirements for eligibility for the Korea

Defense Service Medal. Those requirements shall
not be more stringent than the service require-
ments for award of the Armed Forces Expedi-
tionary Medal for instances in which the award
of that medal is authorized.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter, as amended by section 543(b)(2), is
further amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new item:
‘‘6257. Korea Defense Service Medal.’’.

(c) AIR FORCE.—(1) Chapter 857 of title 10,
United States Code, as amended by section
543(c)(1), is further amended by adding at the
end the following new section:
‘‘§ 8755. Korea Defense Service Medal

‘‘(a) The Secretary of the Air Force shall issue
a campaign medal, to be known as the Korea
Defense Service Medal, to each person who
while a member of the Air Force served in the
Republic of Korea or the waters adjacent there-
to during the KDSM eligibility period and met
the service requirements for the award of that
medal prescribed under subsection (c).

‘‘(b) In this section, the term ‘KDSM eligi-
bility period’ means the period beginning on
July 28, 1954, and ending on such date after the
date of the enactment of this section as may be
determined by the Secretary of Defense to be ap-
propriate for terminating eligibility for the
Korea Defense Service Medal.

‘‘(c) The Secretary of the Air Force shall pre-
scribe service requirements for eligibility for the
Korea Defense Service Medal. Those require-
ments shall not be more stringent than the serv-
ice requirements for award of the Armed Forces
Expeditionary Medal for instances in which the
award of that medal is authorized.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter, as amended by section 543(c)(2), is
further amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new item:
‘‘8755. Korea Defense Service Medal.’’.

(d) AWARD FOR SERVICE BEFORE DATE OF EN-
ACTMENT.—The Secretary of the military depart-
ment concerned shall take appropriate steps to
provide in a timely manner for the issuance of
the Korea Defense Service Medal, upon applica-
tion therefor, to persons whose eligibility for
that medal is by reason of service in the Repub-
lic of Korea or the waters adjacent thereto be-
fore the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 547. COLD WAR SERVICE MEDAL.

(a) AUTHORITY.—Chapter 57 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new section:
‘‘§ 1134. Cold War service medal

‘‘(a) MEDAL AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
concerned shall, upon application, issue the
Cold War service medal to a person eligible to
receive that medal. The Cold War service medal
shall be of an appropriate design approved by
the Secretary of Defense, with ribbons, lapel
pins, and other appurtenances.

‘‘(b) ELIGIBILITY.—(1) A person is eligible to
receive the Cold War service medal if the
person—

‘‘(A) served on active duty during the Cold
War;

‘‘(B) has not been released from active duty
with a characterization of service less favorable
than honorable and has not received a dis-
charge less favorable than an honorable dis-
charge; and

‘‘(C) except as provided under paragraph (3),
meets the service requirements of paragraph (2).

‘‘(2) The service requirements of this para-
graph are—

‘‘(A) in the case of a person who served on ac-
tive duty during the Cold War as an enlisted
member, that the person have completed that
person’s initial term of enlistment and after the
end of that initial term of enlistment have reen-
listed for an additional term of enlistment or
have been appointed as an officer; and

‘‘(B) in the case of a person who served on ac-
tive duty during the Cold War as an officer,

that the person have completed that person’s
initial service obligation as an officer and have
served in the armed forces after completing that
initial service obligation.

‘‘(3) The Secretary concerned, under regula-
tions prescribed under this section, may waive
the service requirements of paragraph (2)—

‘‘(A) in the case of any person discharged or
released from active duty for a disability in-
curred or aggravated in line of duty;

‘‘(B) in the case of any person discharged for
hardship under section 1173 of this title; and

‘‘(C) under any other circumstance for which
the Secretary determines that such a waiver is
warranted.

‘‘(c) ONE AWARD AUTHORIZED.—Not more
than one Cold War service medal may be issued
to any person.

‘‘(d) ISSUANCE TO REPRESENTATIVE OF DE-
CEASED.—If a person who is eligible for the Cold
War service medal dies before being issued that
medal, the medal may, upon application, be
issued to the person’s representative, as des-
ignated by the Secretary concerned.

‘‘(e) REPLACEMENT.—Under regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary concerned, a Cold War
service medal that is lost, destroyed, or rendered
unfit for use without fault or neglect on the
part of the person to whom it was issued may be
replaced without charge.

‘‘(f) UNIFORM REGULATIONS.—The Secretary
of Defense shall ensure that regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretaries of the military depart-
ments under this section are uniform so far as is
practicable.

‘‘(g) COLD WAR DEFINED.—In this section, the
term ‘Cold War’ means the period beginning on
September 2, 1945, and ending at the end of De-
cember 26, 1991.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
‘‘1134. Cold War service medal.’’.
SEC. 548. OPTION TO CONVERT AWARD OF ARMED

FORCES EXPEDITIONARY MEDAL
AWARDED FOR OPERATION FRE-
QUENT WIND TO VIETNAM SERVICE
MEDAL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the mili-
tary department concerned shall, upon the ap-
plication of an individual who is an eligible
Vietnam evacuation veteran, award that indi-
vidual the Vietnam Service Medal, notwith-
standing any otherwise applicable requirements
for the award of that medal. Any such award
shall be made in lieu of the Armed Forces Expe-
ditionary Medal awarded the individual for par-
ticipation in Operation Frequent Wind.

(b) ELIGIBLE VIETNAM EVACUATION VET-
ERAN.—For purposes of this section, the term
‘‘eligible Vietnam evacuation veteran’’ means a
member or former member of the Armed Forces
who was awarded the Armed Forces Expedi-
tionary Medal for participation in military oper-
ations designated as Operation Frequent Wind
arising from the evacuation of Vietnam on April
29 and 30, 1975.

Subtitle F—Matters Relating to Voting
SEC. 551. VOTING ASSESSMENTS AND ASSIST-

ANCE FOR MEMBERS OF THE UNI-
FORMED SERVICES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 80 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:
‘‘§ 1566. Voting assistance: compliance assess-

ments and assistance
‘‘(a) INSPECTOR GENERAL ASSESSMENTS.—(1)

The Department of Defense Inspector General
shall each calendar year conduct a random and
unannounced assessment at a minimum of 15
Department of Defense installations of the com-
pliance at those installations with—

‘‘(A) the requirements of the Uniformed and
Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act (42
U.S.C. 1973ff et seq.);

‘‘(B) Department of Defense regulations re-
garding that Act and the Federal Voting Assist-
ance Program carried out under that Act; and
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‘‘(C) other requirements of law regarding vot-

ing by members of the armed forces.
‘‘(2) Each assessment under paragraph (1)

shall include a review of such compliance—
‘‘(A) within units to which are assigned, in

the aggregate, not less than 20 percent of the
personnel assigned to duty at that installation;

‘‘(B) within a representative survey of mem-
bers of the armed forces assigned to that instal-
lation and their dependents; and

‘‘(C) within unit voting assistance officers to
measure program effectiveness.

‘‘(b) REGULAR MILITARY DEPARTMENT ASSESS-
MENTS.—The Secretary of each military depart-
ment shall include in the set of issues and pro-
grams to be reviewed during any management
effectiveness review or inspection an assessment
of compliance with the Uniformed and Overseas
Citizens Absentee Voting Act (42 U.S.C. 1973ff et
seq.) and with Department of Defense regula-
tions regarding the Federal Voting Assistance
Program.

‘‘(c) VOTING ASSISTANCE OFFICERS.—Voting
assistance officers appointed or assigned under
Department of Defense regulations regarding
the Federal Voting Assistance Program shall be
appointed or assigned with the expectation of
serving in that capacity for a minimum of 30
months. A member of the armed forces assigned
to such a position may not be assigned other du-
ties that would not be considered part of the
member’s primary military duties, except when a
unit commander determines that insufficient
personnel are available to fulfill all additional
duty requirements. Performance evaluation re-
ports pertaining to a member who has been as-
signed to serve as a voting assistance officer
shall comment on the performance of the mem-
ber as a voting assistance officer.

‘‘(d) DELIVERY OF MAIL FROM OVERSEAS PRE-
CEDING FEDERAL ELECTIONS.—(1) During the
four months preceding a general Federal elec-
tion month, the Secretary of Defense shall peri-
odically conduct surveys of all overseas loca-
tions and vessels at sea with military units re-
sponsible for collecting mail for return shipment
to the United States and all port facilities in the
United States and overseas where military-re-
lated mail is collected for shipment to overseas
locations or to the United States. The purpose of
each survey shall be to determine if voting mate-
rials are awaiting shipment at any such location
and, if so, the length of time that such materials
have been held at that location. During the
fourth and third months before a general Fed-
eral election month, such surveys shall be con-
ducted biweekly. During the second and first
months before a general Federal election month,
such surveys shall be conducted weekly.

‘‘(2) The Secretary shall ensure that voting
materials are transmitted expeditiously by mili-
tary postal authorities at all times.

‘‘(3) In this section, the term ‘general Federal
election month’ means November in an even-
numbered year.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

‘‘1566. Voting assistance: compliance assess-
ments and assistance.’’.

SEC. 552. ELECTRONIC VOTING DEMONSTRATION
PROJECT.

(a) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT.—The Secretary
of Defense shall carry out a demonstration
project to examine voting in Federal elections by
absent uniformed services voters through a long-
distance electronic voting system. The dem-
onstration project shall be carried out for voting
in the regularly scheduled general election for
Federal office in November 2002. Under the dem-
onstration project, absent uniformed services
voters participating in the project shall be pro-
vided a means, with the cooperation and assist-
ance of State election officials of States that
agree to participate in the project, to cast their
ballots in that election through a long-distance
electronic voting method.

(b) SCOPE OF PROJECT.—The Secretary shall
determine the scope of the demonstration project
under this section, including the absent uni-
formed services voters authorized to participate
in the project. The project shall be carried out
with participation of sufficient numbers of ab-
sent uniformed services voters so that the results
are statistically relevant.

(c) COORDINATION WITH STATE ELECTION OF-
FICIALS.—The Secretary shall carry out the dem-
onstration project under this section through co-
operative agreements with State election offi-
cials of States that agree to participate in the
project.

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
June 1, 2003, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress a report analyzing the demonstration
project conducted under this section. The Sec-
retary shall include in the report any rec-
ommendations the Secretary considers appro-
priate for continuing the project on an ex-
panded basis during the next regularly sched-
uled general election for Federal office.

(e) ABSENT UNIFORMED SERVICES VOTER DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘absent uni-
formed services voter’’ has the meaning given
that term in section 107(1) of the Uniformed and
Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act (42
U.S.C. 1973ff–6(1)).

Subtitle G—Matters Relating to Military
Spouses and Family Members

SEC. 561. IMPROVED FINANCIAL AND OTHER AS-
SISTANCE TO MILITARY SPOUSES
FOR JOB TRAINING AND EDU-
CATION.

(a) EXAMINATION OF EXISTING EMPLOYMENT
ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS.—(1) The Secretary of
Defense shall examine existing Department of
Defense and other Federal, State, and non-
governmental programs with the objective of im-
proving retention of military personnel by in-
creasing the employability of military spouses
and assisting those spouses in gaining access to
financial and other assistance for job training
and education.

(2) In conducting the examination, the Sec-
retary shall give priority to facilitating and in-
creasing access of military spouses to existing
Department of Defense, Federal, State, and
nongovernmental sources for the types of finan-
cial assistance set forth in paragraph (3), but
shall also specifically assess whether the De-
partment of Defense should begin a program for
direct financial assistance to military spouses
for some or all of those types of assistance and
whether such a program of direct financial as-
sistance would enhance retention.

(3) In conducting the examination pursuant to
paragraph (1), the Secretary should focus on fi-
nancial assistance for military spouses for one
or more of the following purposes:

(A) Career-related education.
(B) Certification and license fees for employ-

ment-related purposes.
(C) Apprenticeships and internships.
(D) Technical training.
(E) Training to improve job skills.
(F) Career counseling.
(G) Skills assessment.
(H) Job-search skills.
(I) Job-related transportation.
(J) Child care.
(K) Any additional employment-related pur-

pose specified by the Secretary for the purposes
of the examination under paragraph (1).

(4) Not later than March 30, 2002, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the Committee
on Armed Services of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report on the results of the exam-
ination under paragraph (1).

(b) REVIEW OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE POLI-
CIES.—(1) The Secretary of Defense shall review
Department of Defense policies that affect em-
ployment and education opportunities for mili-
tary spouses in the Department of Defense in
order to further expand those opportunities. The

review shall include the consideration of pro-
viding, to the extent authorized by law, separate
spouse preferences for employment by appro-
priated and nonappropriated fund operations.

(2) Not later than March 30, 2002, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the Committee
on Armed Services of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report on the results of the review
under paragraph (1).

(c) SPOUSE EMPLOYMENT ASSISTANCE.—Section
1784 of title 10, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
sections:

‘‘(d) SPACE-AVAILABLE USE OF FACILITIES FOR
SPOUSE TRAINING PURPOSES.—Under regulations
prescribed by the Secretary of Defense, the Sec-
retary of a military department may make avail-
able to a non-Department of Defense entity
space in non-excess facilities controlled by that
Secretary for the purpose of the non-Depart-
ment of Defense entity providing employment-
related training for military spouses.

‘‘(e) EMPLOYMENT BY OTHER FEDERAL AGEN-
CIES.—The Secretary of Defense shall work with
the Director of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment and the heads of other Federal depart-
ments and agencies to expand and facilitate the
use of existing Federal programs and resources
in support of military spouse employment.

‘‘(f) PRIVATE-SECTOR EMPLOYMENT.—The Sec-
retary of Defense—

‘‘(1) shall seek to develop partnerships with
firms in the private sector to enhance employ-
ment opportunities for spouses of members of the
armed forces and to provide for improved job
portability for such spouses, especially in the
case of the spouse of a member of the armed
forces accompanying the member to a new geo-
graphical area because of a change of perma-
nent duty station of the member; and

‘‘(2) shall work with the United States Cham-
ber of Commerce and other appropriate private-
sector entities to facilitate the formation of such
partnerships.

‘‘(g) EMPLOYMENT WITH DOD CONTRAC-
TORS.—The Secretary of Defense shall examine
and seek ways for incorporating hiring pref-
erences for qualified spouses of members of the
armed forces into contracts between the Depart-
ment of Defense and private-sector entities.’’.
SEC. 562. AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT SURVEYS OF

DEPENDENTS AND SURVIVORS OF
MILITARY RETIREES.

(a) EXTENSION OF SURVEY AUTHORITY.—Sub-
section (a) of section 1782 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense,
in order to determine the effectiveness of Fed-
eral programs relating to military families and
the need for new programs, may conduct sur-
veys of—

‘‘(1) members of the armed forces who are on
active duty, in an active status, or retired;

‘‘(2) family members of such members; and
‘‘(3) survivors of retired members.’’.
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection (c)

of such section is amended by striking ‘‘family
members’’ and all that follows through ‘‘armed
forces’’ the second place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘persons covered by subsection (a)’’.
SEC. 563. CLARIFICATION OF TREATMENT OF

CLASSIFIED INFORMATION CON-
CERNING PERSONS IN A MISSING
STATUS.

Section 1506(b)(2) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ after ‘‘(2)’’;
(2) by striking the period at the end and in-

serting ‘‘of all missing persons from the conflict
or period of war to which the classified informa-
tion pertains.’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘‘(B) For purposes of subparagraph (A), infor-
mation shall be considered to be made reason-
ably available if placed in a separate and dis-
tinct file that is available for review by persons
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specified in subparagraph (A) upon the request
of any such person either to review the separate
file or to review the personnel file of the missing
person concerned.’’.
SEC. 564. TRANSPORTATION TO ANNUAL MEET-

ING OF NEXT-OF-KIN OF PERSONS
UNACCOUNTED FOR FROM CON-
FLICTS AFTER WORLD WAR II.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 157 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:
‘‘§ 2647. Transportation to annual meeting of

next-of-kin of persons unaccounted for from
conflicts after World War II
‘‘The Secretary of Defense may provide trans-

portation for the next-of-kin of persons who are
unaccounted for from the Korean conflict, the
Cold War, Vietnam War era, or the Persian Gulf
War to and from an annual meeting in the
United States. Such transportation shall be pro-
vided under such regulations as the Secretary of
Defense may prescribe.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:
‘‘2647. Transportation to annual meeting of

next-of-kin of persons unac-
counted for from conflicts after
World War II.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 2647 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall take effect on October 1, 2001, or the date
of the enactment of this Act, whichever is later.
SEC. 565. AMENDMENTS TO CHARTER OF DE-

FENSE TASK FORCE ON DOMESTIC
VIOLENCE.

(a) MEMBERS APPOINTED FROM PRIVATE SEC-
TOR.—Subsection (h)(1) of section 591 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2000 (Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 639; 10
U.S.C. 1562 note) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘who is a member of the
Armed Forces or civilian officer or employee of
the United States’’ after ‘‘Each member of the
task force’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘, but shall’’ and all that fol-
lows and inserting a period; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: ‘‘Other members of the task force shall
be appointed in accordance with, and subject to,
section 3161 of title 5, United States Code.’’.

(b) EXTENSION OF TERMINATION DATE.—Sub-
section (j) of such section is amended by striking
‘‘three years after the date of the enactment of
this Act’’ and inserting ‘‘on April 24, 2003’’.

Subtitle H—Military Justice and Legal
Matters

SEC. 571. REQUIREMENT THAT COURTS-MARTIAL
CONSIST OF NOT LESS THAN 12
MEMBERS IN CAPITAL CASES.

(a) CLASSIFICATION OF GENERAL COURT-MAR-
TIAL IN CAPITAL CASES.—Section 816(1)(A) of
title 10, United States Code (article 16(1)(A) of
the Uniform Code of Military Justice) is amend-
ed by inserting after ‘‘five members’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘or, in a case in which the accused may
be sentenced to a penalty of death, the number
of members determined under section 825a of this
title (article 25a)’’.

(b) NUMBER OF MEMBERS REQUIRED.—(1)
Chapter 47 of title 10, United States Code (the
Uniform Code of Military Justice), is amended
by inserting after section 825 (article 25) the fol-
lowing new section:
‘‘§ 825a. Art. 25a. Number of members in cap-

ital cases
‘‘In a case in which the accused may be sen-

tenced to a penalty of death, the number of
members shall be not less than 12, unless 12
members are not reasonably available because of
physical conditions or military exigencies, in
which case the convening authority shall speci-
fy a lesser number of members not less than five,
and the court may be assembled and the trial
held with not less than the number of members
so specified. In such a case, the convening au-

thority shall make a detailed written statement,
to be appended to the record, stating why a
greater number of members were not reasonably
available.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
subchapter V of such chapter is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 825 (ar-
ticle 25) the following new item:

‘‘825a. 25a. Number of members in capital
cases.’’.

(c) ABSENT AND ADDITIONAL MEMBERS.—Sec-
tion 829(b) of such title (article 29 of the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(b)’’;
(2) by striking ‘‘five members’’ both places it

appears and inserting ‘‘the applicable minimum
number of members’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(2) In this section, the term ‘applicable min-
imum number of members’ means five members
or, in a case in which the death penalty may be
adjudged, the number of members determined
under section 825a of this title (article 25a).’’.

(d) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made by
this section shall apply with respect to offenses
committed after the date of the enactment of
this Act.
SEC. 572. RIGHT OF CONVICTED ACCUSED TO RE-

QUEST SENTENCING BY MILITARY
JUDGE.

(a) SENTENCING BY JUDGE.—(1) Chapter 47 of
title 10, United States Code (the Uniform Code
of Military Justice), is amended by inserting
after section 852 (article 52) the following new
section:

‘‘§ 852a. Art. 52a. Right of accused to request
sentencing by military judge rather than by
members
‘‘(a) In the case of an accused convicted of an

offense by a court-martial composed of a mili-
tary judge and members, the sentence shall be
tried before and adjudged by the military judge
rather than the members if, after the findings
are announced and before evidence in the sen-
tencing proceeding is introduced, the accused,
knowing the identity of the military judge and
after consultation with defense counsel, requests
orally on the record or in writing that the sen-
tence be tried before and adjudged by the mili-
tary judge rather than the members.

‘‘(b) This section shall not apply with respect
to an offense for which the death penalty may
be adjudged unless the case has been previously
referred to trial as a noncapital case.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
subchapter VII of such chapter is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section 852
(article 52) the following new item:

‘‘852a. 52a. Right of accused to request sen-
tencing by military judge rather
than by members.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 852a of title 10,
United States Code (article 52a of the Uniform
Code of Military Justice), as added by sub-
section (a), shall apply with respect to offenses
committed after the date of the enactment of
this Act.
SEC. 573. CODIFICATION OF REQUIREMENT FOR

REGULATIONS FOR DELIVERY OF
MILITARY PERSONNEL TO CIVIL AU-
THORITIES WHEN CHARGED WITH
CERTAIN OFFENSES

(a) CODIFICATION OF EXISTING PROVISIONS.—
Section 814 of title 10, United States Code (arti-
cle 14 of the Uniform Code of Military Justice),
is amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘‘(c) The Secretary of Defense shall ensure
that the Secretaries of the military departments
prescribe regulations under subsection (a) and
that those regulations are uniform throughout
the armed forces under the jurisdiction of the
Secretary of Defense. Those regulations shall—

‘‘(1) specifically provide for the delivery to the
appropriate civil authority for trial, in any ap-

propriate case, of a member accused by civil au-
thority of parental kidnapping or a similar of-
fense, including criminal contempt arising from
any such offense or from child custody matters;
and

‘‘(2) specifically address the special needs for
the exercise of the authority contained in this
section (article) in a case in which a member of
the armed forces assigned overseas is accused of
an offense by civil authority.’’.

(b) REPEAL OF CODIFIED PROVISIONS.—Section
721 of the National Defense Authorization Act,
Fiscal Year 1989 (Public Law 100–456; 10 U.S.C.
814 note), is repealed.
SEC. 574. AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT VOLUNTARY

LEGAL SERVICES FOR MEMBERS OF
THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) AUTHORITY.—Subsection (a) of section 1588
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new paragraph:

‘‘(5) Voluntary legal assistance services under
section 1044 of this title.’’.

(b) APPLICABLE FEDERAL LAWS.—Subsection
(d)(1) of such section is amended by adding at
the end the following new subparagraph:

‘‘(E) Section 1054 of this title (relating to de-
fense of certain suits arising out of legal mal-
practice), in the case of persons providing vol-
untary legal assistance services under sub-
section (a)(5).’’.

Subtitle I—Other Matters
SEC. 581. SHIPMENT OF PRIVATELY OWNED VEHI-

CLES WHEN MAKING PERMANENT
CHANGE OF STATION MOVES WITHIN
UNITED STATES.

Section 2634(h)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘or when the Sec-
retary concerned determines that the transport
of a vehicle upon such a transfer is advan-
tageous and cost-effective to the United States’’
before the period at the end.
SEC. 582. PAYMENT OF VEHICLE STORAGE COSTS

IN ADVANCE.
Section 2634(b) of title 10, United States Code,

is amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

‘‘(4) Storage costs payable under this sub-
section may be paid in advance.’’.
SEC. 583. PERMANENT AUTHORITY FOR USE OF

MILITARY RECRUITING FUNDS FOR
CERTAIN EXPENSES AT DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE RECRUITING
FUNCTIONS.

(a) REPEAL OF TERMINATION PROVISION.—Sec-
tion 520c of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking subsection (c).

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Subsection (a)
of such section is amended—

(1) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘recruiting
events’’ and inserting ‘‘recruiting functions’’;
and

(2) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘recruiting
efforts’’ the first place it appears and inserting
‘‘recruiting functions’’.
SEC. 584. CLARIFICATION OF MILITARY RE-

CRUITER ACCESS TO SECONDARY
SCHOOL DIRECTORY INFORMATION
ABOUT STUDENTS.

Section 503(c)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘purposes,’’ and
all that follows and inserting the following:
‘‘purposes—

‘‘(A) the same access to secondary school stu-
dents as is provided generally to post-secondary
educational institutions or to prospective em-
ployers of those students; and

‘‘(B) the same access to directory information
concerning those students as is provided to a
post-secondary educational institution upon an
indication by a secondary school student that
the student seeks to enroll or intends to enroll at
that institution.’’.
SEC. 585. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR FINAL

COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT
RELATING TO ARMY END STRENGTH
ALLOCATIONS.

Section 552 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law
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104–106; 110 Stat. 319; 10 U.S.C. 115 note) is re-
pealed.
SEC. 586. POSTHUMOUS ARMY COMMISSION IN

THE GRADE OF CAPTAIN IN THE
CHAPLAINS CORPS TO ELLA E. GIB-
SON FOR SERVICE AS CHAPLAIN OF
THE FIRST WISCONSIN HEAVY AR-
TILLERY REGIMENT DURING THE
CIVIL WAR.

The President is authorized and requested to
posthumously appoint Ella E. Gibson to the
grade of captain in the Chaplains Corps of the
Army, the commission to issue as of the date of
her appointment as chaplain to the First Wis-
consin Heavy Artillery regiment during the Civil
War and to be considered to have been in effect
during the time during which she faithfully per-
formed the services of a chaplain to that regi-
ment and for which Congress by law (Private
Resolution 31 of the 40th Congress, approved
March 3, 1869) previously provided for her to be
paid the full pay and emoluments of a chaplain
in the United States Army as if she had been
regularly commissioned and mustered into serv-
ice.
SEC. 587. NATIONAL GUARD CHALLENGE PRO-

GRAM.
(a) TERMINATION OF LIMITATION ON FEDERAL

EXPENDITURES.—Subsection (b)(2)(A) of section
509 of title 32, United States Code, is amended
by striking ‘‘in a fiscal year’’ and inserting ‘‘in
fiscal year 2001 or 2002’’.

(b) MATCHING FUNDS REQUIREMENTS.—Sub-
section (d) of such section is amended by strik-
ing paragraphs (1) through (4) and inserting the
following new paragraphs:

‘‘(1) for fiscal years 2001 and 2002, 60 percent
of the costs of operating the State program dur-
ing that fiscal year; and

‘‘(2) for fiscal year 2003 and each subsequent
fiscal year, 75 percent of the costs of operating
the State program during that fiscal year.’’.

(c) REPEAL OF CONTINGENT FUNDING FOR
JROTC.—(1) Section 2033 of title 10, United
States Code, is repealed.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 102 of such title is amended by striking
the item relating to section 2033.

(3) The amendments made by this subsection
shall take effect on October 1, 2002.
SEC. 588. PAYMENT OF FEHBP PREMIUMS FOR

CERTAIN RESERVISTS CALLED TO
ACTIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF CON-
TINGENCY OPERATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (e) of section
8906 of title 5, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘‘(3)(A) An employing agency may pay both
the employee and Government contributions,
and any additional administrative expenses oth-
erwise chargeable to the employee, with respect
to health care coverage for an employee de-
scribed in subparagraph (B) and the family of
such employee.

‘‘(B) An employee referred to in subparagraph
(A) is an employee who—

‘‘(i) is enrolled in a health benefits plan under
this chapter;

‘‘(ii) is a member of a reserve component of the
armed forces;

‘‘(iii) is called or ordered to active duty in
support of a contingency operation (as defined
in section 101(a)(13) of title 10);

‘‘(iv) is placed on leave without pay or sepa-
rated from service to perform active duty; and

‘‘(v) serves on active duty for a period of more
than 30 consecutive days.

‘‘(C) Notwithstanding the one-year limitation
on coverage described in paragraph (1)(A), pay-
ment may be made under this paragraph for a
period not to exceed 18 months.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The matter
preceding paragraph (1) in subsection (f) of
such section is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(f) The Government contribution, and any
additional payments under subsection (e)(3)(A),
for health benefits for an employee shall be
paid—’’.

(c) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made by
this section apply with respect to employees
called to active duty on or after December 8,
1995, and an agency may make retroactive pay-
ments to such employees for premiums paid on
or after such date.
SEC. 589. 18-MONTH ENLISTMENT PILOT PRO-

GRAM.
(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 333 of title 10,

United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:
‘‘§ 3264. 18-month enlistment pilot program

‘‘(a) During the pilot program period, the Sec-
retary of the Army shall carry out a pilot pro-
gram with the objective of increasing participa-
tion of prior service persons in the Selected Re-
serve and providing assistance in building the
pool of participants in the Individual Ready Re-
serve.

‘‘(b) Under the program, the Secretary may,
notwithstanding section 505(c) of this title, ac-
cept persons for original enlistment in the Army
for a term of enlistment consisting of 18 months
service on active duty, to be followed by three
years of service in the Selected Reserve and then
service in the Individual Ready Reserve to com-
plete the military service obligation.

‘‘(c) No more than 10,000 persons may be ac-
cepted for enlistment in the Army through the
program under this section.

‘‘(d) A person enlisting in the Army through
the program under this section is eligible for an
enlistment bonus under section 309 of title 37,
notwithstanding the enlistment time period
specified in subsection (a) of that section.

‘‘(e) For purposes of the program under this
section, the pilot program period is the period
beginning on October 1, 2003, and ending on De-
cember 31, 2007.

‘‘(f) Not later than December 31, 2007, and De-
cember 31, 2012, the Secretary of the Army shall
submit to the Committee on Armed Services of
the Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives a report on
the program under this section. In each such re-
port, the Secretary shall set forth the views of
the Secretary on the success of the program in
meeting the objectives stated in subsection (a)
and whether the program should be continued
and, if so, whether it should be modified or ex-
panded.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:
‘‘3264. 18-month enlistment pilot program.’’.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION REPORT.—The Secretary
of the Army shall submit to the Committee on
Armed Services of the Senate and the Committee
on Armed Services of the House of Representa-
tives a report on the Secretary’s plan for imple-
mentation of section 3264 of title 10, United

States Code, as added by subsection (a). Such
report shall be submitted not later than March
1, 2002.
SEC. 590. PER DIEM ALLOWANCE FOR LENGTHY

OR NUMEROUS DEPLOYMENTS.

(a) FUNDING SOURCE FOR ALLOWANCE.—Sec-
tion 436(a) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new sentence: ‘‘The Secretary shall pay the al-
lowance from appropriations available for oper-
ation and maintenance for the armed force in
which the member serves.’’.

(b) EXPANDED REPORT REGARDING MANAGE-
MENT OF INDIVIDUAL MEMBER DEPLOYMENTS.—
Section 574(d) of the Floyd D. Spence National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001
(as enacted by Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat.
1654A–138) is amended in the second sentence by
striking paragraphs (1) and (2) and inserting
the following new paragraphs:

‘‘(1) a discussion of the experience in tracking
and recording the deployments of members of
the Armed Forces and the payment of the per
diem allowance for lengthy or numerous deploy-
ments in accordance with section 436 of title 37,
United States Code;

‘‘(2) specific comments regarding the effect of
section 991 of title 10, United States Code, and
section 436 of title 37, United States Code, on the
readiness of the Navy and Marine Corps given
the deployment intensive mission of these serv-
ices; and

‘‘(3) any recommendations for revision of sec-
tion 991 of title 10, United States Code, or sec-
tion 436 of title 37, United States Code, that the
Secretary considers appropriate.’’.
SEC. 591. CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW PERIOD FOR

CHANGE IN GROUND COMBAT EX-
CLUSION POLICY.

Section 542(b) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law
103–160; 10 U.S.C. 113 note) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—
(A) by striking ‘‘not less than 90 days’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following new

sentence: ‘‘Such a change may then be imple-
mented only after the end of a period of 60 days
of continuous session of Congress (excluding
any day on which either House of Congress is
not in session) following the date on which the
report is received.’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(5) For purposes of this subsection, the con-
tinuity of a session of Congress is broken only
by an adjournment of the Congress sine die.’’.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances
SEC. 601. INCREASE IN BASIC PAY FOR FISCAL

YEAR 2002.

(a) WAIVER OF SECTION 1009 ADJUSTMENT.—
The adjustment to become effective during fiscal
year 2002 required by section 1009 of title 37,
United States Code, in the rates of monthly
basic pay authorized members of the uniformed
services shall not be made.

(b) INCREASE IN BASIC PAY.—Effective on Jan-
uary 1, 2002, the rates of monthly basic pay for
members of the uniformed services within each
pay grade are as follows:

COMMISSIONED OFFICERS 1

Years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code

Pay
Grade 2 or less Over 2 Over 3 Over 4 Over 6

O–10 2 ... $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
O–9 ...... 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
O–8 ...... 7,180.20 7,415.40 7,571.10 7,614.90 7,809.30
O–7 ...... 5,966.40 6,371.70 6,371.70 6,418.20 6,657.90
O–6 ...... 4,422.00 4,857.90 5,176.80 5,176.80 5,196.60
O–5 ...... 3,537.00 4,152.60 4,440.30 4,494.30 4,673.10
O–4 ...... 3,023.70 3,681.90 3,927.60 3,982.50 4,210.50
O–3 3 ..... 2,796.60 3,170.40 3,421.80 3,698.70 3,875.70
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COMMISSIONED OFFICERS 1—Continued

Years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code

Pay
Grade 2 or less Over 2 Over 3 Over 4 Over 6

O–2 3 ..... 2,416.20 2,751.90 3,169.50 3,276.30 3,344.10
O–1 3 ..... 2,097.60 2,183.10 2,638.50 2,638.50 2,638.50

Over 8 Over 10 Over 12 Over 14 Over 16

O–10 2 ... $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
O–9 ...... 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
O–8 ...... 8,135.10 8,210.70 8,519.70 8,608.50 8,874.30
O–7 ...... 6,840.30 7,051.20 7,261.80 7,472.70 8,135.10
O–6 ...... 5,418.90 5,448.60 5,448.60 5,628.60 6,305.70
O–5 ...... 4,673.10 4,813.50 5,073.30 5,413.50 5,755.80
O–4 ...... 4,395.90 4,696.20 4,930.20 5,092.50 5,255.70
O–3 3 ..... 4,070.10 4,232.40 4,441.20 4,549.50 4,549.50
O–2 3 ..... 3,344.10 3,344.10 3,344.10 3,344.10 3,344.10
O–1 3 ..... 2,638.50 2,638.50 2,638.50 2,638.50 2,638.50

Over 18 Over 20 Over 22 Over 24 Over 26

O–10 2 ... $0.00 11,601.90 11,659.20 11,901.30 12,324.00
O–9 ...... 0.00 10,147.50 10,293.60 10,504.80 10,873.80
O–8 ...... 9,259.50 9,614.70 9,852.00 9,852.00 9,852.00
O–7 ...... 8,694.90 8,694.90 8,694.90 8,694.90 8,738.70
O–6 ...... 6,627.00 6,948.30 7,131.00 7,316.10 7,675.20
O–5 ...... 5,919.00 6,079.80 6,262.80 6,262.80 6,262.80
O–4 ...... 5,310.60 5,310.60 5,310.60 5,310.60 5,310.60
O–3 3 ..... 4,549.50 4,549.50 4,549.50 4,549.50 4,549.50
O–2 3 ..... 3,344.10 3,344.10 3,344.10 3,344.10 3,344.10
O–1 3 ..... 2,638.50 2,638.50 2,638.50 2,638.50 2,638.50

1 Notwithstanding the basic pay rates specified in this table, the actual rate of basic pay for commissioned officers in pay grades 0–7 through O–10 may not exceed the rate of
pay for level III of the Executive Schedule and the actual rate of basic pay for all other officers may not exceed the rate of pay for level V of the Executive Schedule.

2 Subject to the preceding footnote, while serving as Chairman or Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Chief of Staff of the Army, Chief of Naval Operations, Chief of
Staff of the Air Force, Commandant of the Marine Corps, or Commandant of the Coast Guard, the rate of basic pay for this grade is $13,598.10, regardless of cumulative years of
service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code.

3 This table does not apply to commissioned officers in pay grade O–1, O–2, or O–3 who have been credited with over 4 years of active duty service as an enlisted member or
warrant officer.

COMMISSIONED OFFICERS WITH OVER 4 YEARS OF ACTIVE DUTY SERVICE AS AN ENLISTED MEMBER OR WARRANT OFFICER
Years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code

Pay
Grade 2 or less Over 2 Over 3 Over 4 Over 6

O–3E .... $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 3,698.70 3,875.70
O–2E .... 0.00 0.00 0.00 3,276.30 3,344.10
O–1E .... 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,638.50 2,818.20

Over 8 Over 10 Over 12 Over 14 Over 16

O–3E .... 4,070.10 4,232.40 4,441.20 4,617.00 4,717.50
O–2E .... 3,450.30 3,630.00 3,768.90 3,872.40 3,872.40
O–1E .... 2,922.30 3,028.50 3,133.20 3,276.30 3,276.30

Over 18 Over 20 Over 22 Over 24 Over 26

O–3E .... 4,855.20 4,855.20 4,855.20 4,855.20 4,855.20
O–2E .... 3,872.40 3,872.40 3,872.40 3,872.40 3,872.40
O–1E .... 3,276.30 3,276.30 3,276.30 3,276.30 3,276.30

WARRANT OFFICERS 1

Years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code

Pay
Grade 2 or less Over 2 Over 3 Over 4 Over 6

W–5 ...... $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
W–4 ...... 2,889.60 3,108.60 3,198.00 3,285.90 3,437.10
W–3 ...... 2,638.80 2,862.00 2,862.00 2,898.90 3,017.40
W–2 ...... 2,321.40 2,454.00 2,569.80 2,654.10 2,726.40
W–1 ...... 2,049.90 2,217.60 2,330.10 2,402.70 2,511.90

Over 8 Over 10 Over 12 Over 14 Over 16

W–5 ...... $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
W–4 ...... 3,586.50 3,737.70 3,885.30 4,038.00 4,184.40
W–3 ...... 3,152.40 3,330.90 3,439.50 3,558.30 3,693.90
W–2 ...... 2,875.20 2,984.40 3,093.90 3,200.40 3,318.00
W–1 ...... 2,624.70 2,737.80 2,850.00 2,963.70 3,077.10

Over 18 Over 20 Over 22 Over 24 Over 26

W–5 ...... $0.00 4,965.60 5,136.00 5,307.00 5,478.60
W–4 ...... 4,334.40 4,480.80 4,632.60 4,782.00 4,935.30
W–3 ...... 3,828.60 3,963.60 4,098.30 4,233.30 4,368.90
W–2 ...... 3,438.90 3,559.80 3,680.10 3,801.30 3,801.30
W–1 ...... 3,189.90 3,275.10 3,275.10 3,275.10 3,275.10

1 Notwithstanding the basic pay rates specified in this table, the actual rate of basic pay for warrant officers may not exceed the rate of pay for level V of the Executive
Schedule.

ENLISTED MEMBERS 1

Years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code

Pay
Grade 2 or less Over 2 Over 3 Over 4 Over 6

E–9 2 ..... $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
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ENLISTED MEMBERS 1—Continued

Years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code

Pay
Grade 2 or less Over 2 Over 3 Over 4 Over 6

E–8 ....... 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
E–7 ....... 1,986.90 2,169.00 2,251.50 2,332.50 2,417.40
E–6 ....... 1,701.00 1,870.80 1,953.60 2,033.70 2,117.40
E–5 ....... 1,561.50 1,665.30 1,745.70 1,828.50 1,912.80
E–4 ....... 1,443.60 1,517.70 1,599.60 1,680.30 1,752.30
E–3 ....... 1,303.50 1,385.40 1,468.50 1,468.50 1,468.50
E–2 ....... 1,239.30 1,239.30 1,239.30 1,239.30 1,239.30
E–1 ....... 3 1,105.50 1,105.50 1,105.50 1,105.50 1,105.50

Over 8 Over 10 Over 12 Over 14 Over 16

E–9 2 ..... $0.00 $3,423.90 3,501.30 3,599.40 3,714.60
E–8 ....... 2,858.10 2,940.60 3,017.70 3,110.10 3,210.30
E–7 ....... 2,562.90 2,645.10 2,726.40 2,808.00 2,892.60
E–6 ....... 2,254.50 2,337.30 2,417.40 2,499.30 2,558.10
E–5 ....... 2,030.10 2,110.20 2,193.30 2,193.30 2,193.30
E–4 ....... 1,752.30 1,752.30 1,752.30 1,752.30 1,752.30
E–3 ....... 1,468.50 1,468.50 1,468.50 1,468.50 1,468.50
E–2 ....... 1,239.30 1,239.30 1,239.30 1,239.30 1,239.30
E–1 ....... 1,105.50 1,105.50 1,105.50 1,105.50 1,105.50

Over 18 Over 20 Over 22 Over 24 Over 26

E–9 2 ..... $3,830.40 3,944.10 4,098.30 4,251.30 4,467.00
E–8 ....... 3,314.70 3,420.30 3,573.00 3,724.80 3,937.80
E–7 ....... 2,975.10 3,057.30 3,200.40 3,292.80 3,526.80
E–6 ....... 2,602.80 2,602.80 2,602.80 2,602.80 2,602.80
E–5 ....... 2,193.30 2,193.30 2,193.30 2,193.30 2,193.30
E–4 ....... 1,752.30 1,752.30 1,752.30 1,752.30 1,752.30
E–3 ....... 1,468.50 1,468.50 1,468.50 1,468.50 1,468.50
E–2 ....... 1,239.30 1,239.30 1,239.30 1,239.30 1,239.30
E–1 ....... 1,105.50 1,105.50 1,105.50 1,105.50 1,105.50

1 Notwithstanding the basic pay rates specified in this table, the actual rate of basic pay for enlisted members may not exceed the rate of pay for level V of the Executive
Schedule.

2 Subject to the preceding footnote, while serving as Sergeant Major of the Army, Master Chief Petty Officer of the Navy, Chief Master Sergeant of the Air Force, Sergeant
Major of the Marine Corps, or Master Chief Petty Officer of the Coast Guard, basic pay for this grade is $5,382.90, regardless of cumulative years of service computed under sec-
tion 205 of title 37, United States Code.

3 In the case of members in pay grade E–1 who have served less than 4 months on active duty, the rate of basic pay is $1,022.70.

SEC. 602. BASIC PAY RATE FOR CERTAIN RESERVE
COMMISSIONED OFFICERS WITH
PRIOR SERVICE AS AN ENLISTED
MEMBER OR WARRANT OFFICER.

Section 203(d) of title 37, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(d)’’;
(2) by striking ‘‘who is credited’’ and all that

follows through ‘‘and enlisted member’’ and in-
serting ‘‘is described in paragraph (2)’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(2) Paragraph (1) applies with respect to a
commissioned officer in pay grade O–1, O–2, or
O–3 who—

‘‘(A) is credited with a total of over four
years’ active service as warrant officer or as a
warrant officer and enlisted member; or

‘‘(B) earned a total of more than 1,460 points
credited under section 12732(a)(2) of title 10
while serving as a warrant officer or enlisted
member.’’.
SEC. 603. SUBSISTENCE ALLOWANCES.

(a) BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR SUBSISTENCE.—Sec-
tion 402 of title 37, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (b), by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:

‘‘(4) For purposes of implementing paragraph
(2), the monthly rate of basic allowance for sub-
sistence that was in effect for an enlisted mem-
ber for calendar year 2001 shall be deemed to be
$233.’’; and

(2) by striking subsection (d) and inserting the
following new subsection:

‘‘(d) SPECIAL RULE FOR ENLISTED MEMBERS
WHO MESS SEPARATELY.—The Secretary of De-
fense may prescribe a basic allowance for sub-
sistence for enlisted members at a rate higher
than the rate provided for in subsection (b)
when messing facilities of the United States are
not available for the members.’’

(b) TERMINATION OF BAS TRANSITIONAL AU-
THORITY.—Effective as of October 1, 2001, sec-
tion 603(c) of the Floyd D. Spence National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as
enacted by Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–
145) is amended by striking ‘‘October 1, 2001’’
and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2002’’.

(c) FAMILY SUBSISTENCE SUPPLEMENTAL AL-
LOWANCE FOR LOW-INCOME MEMBERS OF THE
ARMED FORCES.—Section 402a(b)(1) of title 37,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
‘‘with dependents’’ after ‘‘a member of the
armed forces’’.
SEC. 604. ELIGIBILITY FOR BASIC ALLOWANCE

FOR HOUSING WHILE BETWEEN PER-
MANENT DUTY STATIONS.

(a) REPEAL OF PAY GRADE LIMITATION.—Sec-
tion 403(i) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘who is in a pay grade E–
4 (4 or more years of service) or above’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION.—The
amendment made by this section shall take ef-
fect on January 1, 2003, and apply to members
of the uniformed services in a travel or leave
status between permanent duty stations on or
after that date.
SEC. 605. UNIFORM ALLOWANCE FOR OFFICERS.

(a) RELATION TO INITIAL UNIFORM ALLOW-
ANCE.—Section 416(b)(1) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘$200’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$400’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by this section shall take effect as of October 1,
2000.
SEC. 606. FAMILY SEPARATION ALLOWANCE FOR

CERTAIN MEMBERS ELECTING TO
SERVE UNACCOMPANIED TOUR OF
DUTY.

(a) AVAILABILITY OF ALLOWANCE.—Section
427(c) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘A member’’ in the first sen-
tence and inserting ‘‘(1) Except as provided in
paragraph (2) or (3), a member’’;

(2) by redesignating the second sentence as
paragraph (3); and

(3) by inserting after the first sentence the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(2) A member who elects to serve an unac-
companied tour of duty because the movement
of a dependent of the member to the permanent
station is denied for certified medical reasons is
entitled to an allowance under subsection
(a)(1)(A).’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION.—The
amendments made by this section shall take ef-

fect on January 1, 2002. Paragraph (2) of section
427(c) of title 37, United States Code, as added
by subsection (a), shall apply with respect to
pay periods beginning on or after that date for
a member of the uniformed services covered by
such paragraph regardless of the date on which
the member first made the election to serve an
unaccompanied tour of duty.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and
Incentive Pays

SEC. 611. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN
BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR RESERVE FORCES.

(a) SPECIAL PAY FOR HEALTH PROFESSIONALS
IN CRITICALLY SHORT WARTIME SPECIALTIES.—
Section 302g(f ) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(b) SELECTED RESERVE REENLISTMENT
BONUS.—Section 308b(f ) of such title is amended
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting
‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(c) SELECTED RESERVE ENLISTMENT BONUS.—
Section 308c(e) of such title is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2002’’.

(d) SPECIAL PAY FOR ENLISTED MEMBERS AS-
SIGNED TO CERTAIN HIGH PRIORITY UNITS.—Sec-
tion 308d(c) of such title is amended by striking
‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘December
31, 2002’’.

(e) SELECTED RESERVE AFFILIATION BONUS.—
Section 308e(e) of such title is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2002’’.

(f ) READY RESERVE ENLISTMENT AND REEN-
LISTMENT BONUS.—Section 308h(g) of such title
is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(g) PRIOR SERVICE ENLISTMENT BONUS.—Sec-
tion 308i(f ) of such title is amended by striking
‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘December
31, 2002’’.

(h) REPAYMENT OF EDUCATION LOANS FOR
CERTAIN HEALTH PROFESSIONALS WHO SERVE IN
THE SELECTED RESERVE.—Section 16302(d) of
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title 10, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘January 1, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘January
1, 2003’’.
SEC. 612. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN

BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR NURSE OFFICER CAN-
DIDATES, REGISTERED NURSES, AND
NURSE ANESTHETISTS.

(a) NURSE OFFICER CANDIDATE ACCESSION
PROGRAM.—Section 2130a(a)(1) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2002’’.

(b) ACCESSION BONUS FOR REGISTERED
NURSES.—Section 302d(a)(1) of title 37, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘December
31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(c) INCENTIVE SPECIAL PAY FOR NURSE ANES-
THETISTS.—Section 302e(a)(1) of title 37, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘December
31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.
SEC. 613. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF OTHER

BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES.

(a) AVIATION OFFICER RETENTION BONUS.—
Section 301b(a) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(b) REENLISTMENT BONUS FOR ACTIVE MEM-
BERS.—Section 308(g) of such title is amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2002’’.

(c) ENLISTMENT BONUS FOR ACTIVE MEM-
BERS.—Section 309(e) of such title is amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2002’’.

(d) SPECIAL PAY FOR NUCLEAR-QUALIFIED OF-
FICERS EXTENDING PERIOD OF ACTIVE SERV-
ICE.—Section 312(e) of such title is amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2002’’.

(e) NUCLEAR CAREER ACCESSION BONUS.—Sec-
tion 312b(c) of such title is amended by striking
‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘December
31, 2002’’.

(f) NUCLEAR CAREER ANNUAL INCENTIVE
BONUS.—Section 312c(d) of such title is amended
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting
‘‘December 31, 2002’’.

(g) RETENTION BONUS FOR MEMBERS WITH
CRITICAL MILITARY SKILLS.—Section 323(i) of
such title is amended by striking ‘‘December 31,
2001’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2002’’.
SEC. 614. CONFORMING ACCESSION BONUS FOR

DENTAL OFFICERS AUTHORITY WITH
AUTHORITIES FOR OTHER SPECIAL
PAY AND BONUSES.

Section 302h(a)(1) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘the date of the
enactment of this section, and ending on Sep-
tember 30, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘September 23,
1996, and ending on December 31, 2002’’.
SEC. 615. ADDITIONAL TYPE OF DUTY RESULTING

IN ELIGIBILITY FOR HAZARDOUS
DUTY INCENTIVE PAY.

(a) PERFORMANCE OF MARITIME BOARD AND
SEARCH OPERATIONS.—Section 301(a) of title 37,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (10), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the
end;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (11) as para-
graph (12); and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (10) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(11) involving regular participation as a
member of a team conducting visit, board,
search, and seizure operations aboard vessels in
support of maritime interdiction operations; or’’.

(b) MONTHLY AMOUNT.—Subsection (c) of such
section is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘(10)’’ and
inserting ‘‘(11)’’; and

(2) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘(11)’’ and
inserting ‘‘(12)’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION.—The
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on January 1, 2002, and apply to duty de-
scribed in the amendment made by subsection
(a)(2) on or after that date.

SEC. 616. EQUAL TREATMENT OF RESERVISTS
PERFORMING INACTIVE-DUTY
TRAINING FOR RECEIPT OF AVIA-
TION CAREER INCENTIVE PAY.

(a) INCENTIVE PAY EQUITY FOR RESERVISTS.—
Subsection (d) of section 301a of title 37, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(d) MEMBERS PERFORMING INACTIVE-DUTY
TRAINING.—Under regulations prescribed by the
President and to the extent provided for by ap-
propriations, in the case of a member of a re-
serve component of a uniformed service, or of
the National Guard, who is entitled to com-
pensation under section 206 of this title, and
who performs, under orders, duty described in
subsection (a), the member is also entitled to
monthly incentive pay under subsection (b) for
the performance of that duty in the same man-
ner as a member with corresponding years of
aviation service who is entitled to basic pay.
Such member is entitled to the incentive pay for
as long as the member remains qualified for it,
as provided in subsection (a). This subsection
does not apply to a member who is entitled to
basic pay under section 204 of this title.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION.—The
amendment made by this section shall take ef-
fect on January 1, 2002, and apply to duty de-
scribed in the amendment made by subsection
(a)(2) on or after that date.
SEC. 617. SECRETARIAL DISCRETION IN PRE-

SCRIBING SUBMARINE DUTY INCEN-
TIVE PAY RATES.

(a) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY OF THE NAVY;
MAXIMUM RATE.—Section 301c of title 37, United
States Code, is amended by striking subsection
(b) and inserting the following new subsection:

‘‘(b) MONTHLY RATES.—(1) Subject to para-
graph (2), a member who meets the requirements
prescribed in subsection (a) is entitled to month-
ly submarine duty incentive pay in an amount
prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy.

‘‘(2) The monthly amount of submarine duty
incentive pay may not exceed $1,000.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such section
is further amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘set forth in’’
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘prescribed
pursuant to’’; and

(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘authorized
by’’ and inserting ‘‘prescribed pursuant to’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE; TRANSITION.—The
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on January 1, 2002. The tables set forth in
subsection (b) of section 301c of title 37, United
States Code, as in effect on December 31, 2001,
shall continue to apply until the Secretary of
the Navy prescribes new submarine duty incen-
tive pay rates as authorized by the amendment
made by subsection (a).
SEC. 618. IMPOSITION OF CRITICAL WARTIME

SKILL REQUIREMENT FOR ELIGI-
BILITY FOR INDIVIDUAL READY RE-
SERVE BONUS.

Section 308h(a)(1) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and who’’ and inserting ‘‘,
who is qualified in a skill or speciality des-
ignated by the Secretary concerned as critically
short to meet wartime requirements, and who’’;
and

(2) by striking ‘‘a combat or combat support
skill of’’.
SEC. 619. INSTALLMENT PAYMENT AUTHORITY

FOR 15-YEAR CAREER STATUS
BONUS.

(a) MEMBER ELECTION.—Section 322(d) of title
37, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘paid in a
single lump sum of’’ and inserting ‘‘equal to’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (4), and in such paragraph, by striking
‘‘The bonus’’ and inserting ‘‘The lump sum pay-
ment of the bonus, and the first installment
payment in the case of members who elect to re-
ceive the bonus in installments,’’; and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraphs:

‘‘(2) A member electing to receive the bonus
under this section shall elect one of the fol-
lowing payment options:

‘‘(A) A single lump sum of $30,000.
‘‘(B) Two installments of $15,000 each.
‘‘(C) Three installments of $10,000 each.
‘‘(D) Four installments of $7,500 each.
‘‘(E) Five installments of $6,000 each.
‘‘(3) If a member elects installment payments

under paragraph (2), the second installment
(and subsequent installments, as applicable)
shall be paid on the earlier of the following
dates:

‘‘(A) The annual anniversary date of the pay-
ment of the first installment.

‘‘(B) January 15 of each succeeding calendar
year.’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION.—The
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on the date of the enactment of this Act.
The Secretary concerned (as defined in section
101(5) of title 37, United States Code) shall ex-
tend to each member of the uniformed services
who has executed the written agreement re-
quired by subsection (a)(2) of section 322 of such
title before that date, but who has not received
the lump sum payment by that date, an oppor-
tunity to make the election authorized by sub-
section (d) of such section, as amended by sub-
section (a) of this section.
SEC. 620. ACCESSION BONUS FOR NEW OFFICERS.

(a) BONUS AUTHORIZED.—Chapter 5 of title 37,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:
‘‘§ 324. Special pay: accession bonus for new

officers
‘‘(a) ACCESSION BONUS AUTHORIZED.—Under

regulations prescribed by the Secretary con-
cerned, a person who executes a written agree-
ment to accept a commission as an officer of the
armed forces and serve on active duty for the
period specified in the agreement may, upon ac-
ceptance of the agreement by the Secretary con-
cerned, be paid an accession bonus in an
amount determined by the Secretary concerned.

‘‘(b) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONUS.—The
amount of an accession bonus under subsection
(a) may not exceed $100,000.

‘‘(c) PAYMENT METHOD.—Upon acceptance of
a written agreement under subsection (a) by the
Secretary concerned, the total amount of the ac-
cession bonus payable under the agreement be-
comes fixed. The agreement shall specify wheth-
er the accession bonus will be paid by the Sec-
retary in a lump sum or installments.

‘‘(d) RELATION TO OTHER ACCESSION BONUS
AUTHORITY.—An individual may not receive a
accession bonus under this section and section
302d, 302h, 302j, or 312b of this title for the same
period of service.

‘‘(e) REPAYMENT.—(1) If an individual who
has entered into an agreement under subsection
(a) and has received all or part of the accession
bonus under the agreement fails to accept a
commission as an officer or to commence or com-
plete the total period of active duty service spec-
ified in the agreement, the Secretary concerned
may require the individual to repay the United
States, on a pro rata basis and to the extent
that the Secretary determines conditions and
circumstances warrant, any or all of the amount
paid to the individual under the agreement.

‘‘(2) An obligation to repay the United States
imposed under paragraph (1) is for all purposes
a debt owed to the United States.

‘‘(3) A discharge in bankruptcy under title 11
that is entered less than five years after the ter-
mination of a written agreement entered into
under subsection (a) does not discharge the in-
dividual signing the agreement from a debt aris-
ing under such agreement or under paragraph
(1).’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
‘‘324. Special pay: accession bonus for new offi-

cers.’’.
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Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation

Allowances
SEC. 631. MINIMUM PER DIEM RATE FOR TRAVEL

AND TRANSPORTATION ALLOWANCE
FOR TRAVEL PERFORMED UPON A
CHANGE OF PERMANENT STATION
AND CERTAIN OTHER TRAVEL.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF RATE.—Section 404(d)
of title 37, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new paragraph:

‘‘(5) The per diem rates established under
paragraph (2)(A) for travel performed in con-
nection with a change of permanent station or
for travel described in paragraph (2) or (3) of
subsection (a) shall be equal to the standard per
diem rates established in the Federal travel reg-
ulation for travel within the continental United
States of civilian employees and their depend-
ents, unless the Secretaries concerned deter-
mines that a higher rate for members is more ap-
propriate.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION.—The
amendment made by this section shall take ef-
fect on January 1, 2003, and apply to travel cov-
ered by such amendment that is performed on or
after that date by members of the uniformed
services and their dependents.
SEC. 632. PAYMENT OR REIMBURSEMENT OF TEM-

PORARY SUBSISTENCE EXPENSES.
(a) INCLUSION OF OFFICERS.—Subsection

(a)(2)(C) of section 404a of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘an enlisted mem-
ber’’ and inserting ‘‘a member’’.

(b) INCREASE IN MAXIMUM DAILY AUTHORIZED
RATE.—Subsection (e) of such section is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘$110’’ and inserting ‘‘$180’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION.—The
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on January 1, 2002, and apply with respect
to an order in connection with a change of per-
manent station issued on or after that date.
SEC. 633. INCREASED WEIGHT ALLOWANCE FOR

TRANSPORTATION OF BAGGAGE AND
HOUSEHOLD EFFECTS FOR JUNIOR
ENLISTED MEMBERS.

(a) INCREASED WEIGHT ALLOWANCES.—The
table in section 406(b)(1)(C) of title 37, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking the two footnotes; and
(2) by striking the items relating to pay grade

E–1 through E–4 and inserting the following
new items:

‘‘E–4 ............................................. 7,000 8,000
‘‘E–3 ............................................. 5,000 8,000
‘‘E–2 ............................................. 5,000 8,000
‘‘E–1 ............................................. 5,000 8,000’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION.—The
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on January 1, 2003, and apply with respect
to an order in connection with a change of tem-
porary or permanent station issued on or after
that date.
SEC. 634. REIMBURSEMENT OF MEMBERS FOR

MANDATORY PET QUARANTINE FEES
FOR HOUSEHOLD PETS.

Section 406(a)(1) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended in the last sentence by strik-
ing ‘‘$275’’ and inserting ‘‘$675’’.
SEC. 635. AVAILABILITY OF DISLOCATION ALLOW-

ANCE FOR MARRIED MEMBER,
WHOSE SPOUSE IS A MEMBER, AS-
SIGNED TO MILITARY FAMILY HOUS-
ING.

(a) ALLOWANCE AVAILABLE.—Section 407(a)(2)
of title 37, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph:

‘‘(F) A member married to another member,
both of whom are without other dependents,
who actually moves to a new permanent duty
station where the member is assigned to family
housing provided by the United States, except
that only one dislocation allowance may be paid
to the married couple with respect to the
move.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION.—The
amendments made by this section shall take ef-

fect on January 1, 2003, and apply with respect
to an order to move for a member of a uniformed
service issued on or after that date.
SEC. 636. ELIMINATION OF PROHIBITION ON RE-

CEIPT OF DISLOCATION ALLOWANCE
BY MEMBERS ORDERED TO FIRST
DUTY STATION.

(a) ALLOWANCE AVAILABLE.—Section 407(e) of
title 37, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘FIRST OR LAST DUTY’’ and in-
serting ‘‘EFFECT OF ORDER FROM LAST DUTY
STATION’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘from the member’s home to the
member’s first duty station or’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION.—The
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on January 1, 2003, and apply with respect
to an order to move for a member of a uniformed
service issued on or after that date.
SEC. 637. PARTIAL DISLOCATION ALLOWANCE AU-

THORIZED FOR HOUSING MOVES OR-
DERED FOR GOVERNMENT CONVEN-
IENCE.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF PARTIAL DISLOCATION
ALLOWANCE.—Section 407 of title 37, United
States Code is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) as
subsections (g) and (h), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘‘(f) PARTIAL DISLOCATION ALLOWANCE.—(1)
Under regulations prescribed by the Secretary
concerned, a member ordered to occupy or va-
cate family housing provided by the United
States to permit the privatization or renovation
of housing or for any other reason (other than
pursuant to a permanent change of station) may
be paid a partial dislocation allowance of $500.

‘‘(2) Effective on the same date that the
monthly rates of basic pay for all members are
increased under section 1009 of this title or an-
other provision of law, the Secretary of Defense
shall adjust the rate of the partial dislocation
allowance authorized by this subsection by the
percentage equal to the average percentage in-
crease in the rates of basic pay.

‘‘(3) Subsections (c) and (d) do not apply to
the partial dislocation allowance authorized by
this subsection.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICATION.—The
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on January 1, 2002, and apply with respect
to an order to move for a member of a uniformed
service issued on or after that date.
SEC. 638. ALLOWANCES FOR TRAVEL PERFORMED

IN CONNECTION WITH MEMBERS
TAKING AUTHORIZED LEAVE BE-
TWEEN CONSECUTIVE OVERSEAS
TOURS.

Section 411b(a)(1) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘, or his designee,
or to a place no farther distant than his home
of record’’.
SEC. 639. FUNDED STUDENT TRAVEL AS PART OF

SCHOOL-SPONSORED EXCHANGE
PROGRAMS.

(a) RECOGNITION OF TEMPORARY EXCHANGE
PROGRAMS.—Section 430 of title 37, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(3), by inserting before the
comma at the end the following: ‘‘or is attend-
ing a school outside the continental United
States, if the dependent is attending the school
outside the continental United States for less
than one year under a program approved by the
school in the continental United States at which
the dependent is enrolled’’; and

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘in the
continental United States for the purpose of ob-
taining a formal education’’ in the first sentence
and inserting ‘‘described in subsection (a)(3)’’.

(b) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF ALLOWANCE.—
Subsection (b) of such section is amended by
adding at the end the following new paragraph:

‘‘(3) The transportation allowance under
paragraph (1) for a dependent child who is at-
tending a school outside the continental United
States for less than one year under a program

approved by the school in the continental
United States at which the dependent is enrolled
shall not exceed the allowance the member
would be paid for a trip between the school in
the continental United States and the member’s
duty station outside the continental United
States and return.’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on January 1,
2002.
Subtitle D—Retirement and Survivor Benefit

Matters
SEC. 641. CONTINGENT AUTHORITY FOR CONCUR-

RENT RECEIPT OF MILITARY RE-
TIRED PAY AND VETERANS’ DIS-
ABILITY COMPENSATION.

(a) RESTORATION OF RETIRED PAY BENEFITS.—
Chapter 71 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new section:
‘‘§ 1414. Members eligible for retired pay who

have service-connected disabilities: payment
of retired pay and veterans’ disability com-
pensation; contingent authority
‘‘(a) PAYMENT OF BOTH RETIRED PAY AND

COMPENSATION.—Subject to subsection (b), a
member or former member of the uniformed serv-
ices who is entitled to retired pay (other than as
specified in subsection (c)) and who is also enti-
tled to veterans’ disability compensation is enti-
tled to be paid both without regard to sections
5304 and 5305 of title 38, subject to the enact-
ment of qualifying offsetting legislation as speci-
fied in subsection (f).

‘‘(b) SPECIAL RULE FOR CHAPTER 61 CAREER
RETIREES.—The retired pay of a member retired
under chapter 61 of this title with 20 years or
more of service otherwise creditable under sec-
tion 1405 of this title at the time of the member’s
retirement is subject to reduction under sections
5304 and 5305 of title 38, but only to the extent
that the amount of the member’s retired pay
under chapter 61 of this title exceeds the amount
of retired pay to which the member would have
been entitled under any other provision of law
based upon the member’s service in the uni-
formed services if the member had not been re-
tired under chapter 61 of this title.

‘‘(c) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) does not
apply to a member retired under chapter 61 of
this title with less than 20 years of service other-
wise creditable under section 1405 of this title at
the time of the member’s retirement.

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) The term ‘retired pay’ includes retainer

pay, emergency officers’ retirement pay, and
naval pension.

‘‘(2) The term ‘veterans’ disability compensa-
tion’ has the meaning given the term ‘compensa-
tion’ in section 101(12) of title 38.

‘‘(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—If qualifying offset-
ting legislation (as defined in subsection (f)) is
enacted, the provisions of subsection (a) shall
take effect on—

‘‘(1) the first day of the first month beginning
after the date of the enactment of such quali-
fying offsetting legislation; or

‘‘(2) the first day of the fiscal year that begins
in the calendar year in which such legislation is
enacted, if that date is later than the date speci-
fied in paragraph (1).

‘‘(f) EFFECTIVENESS CONTINGENT ON ENACT-
MENT OF OFFSETTING LEGISLATION.—(1) The
provisions of subsection (a) shall be effective
only if—

‘‘(A) the President, in the budget for any fis-
cal year, proposes the enactment of legislation
that, if enacted, would be qualifying offsetting
legislation; and

‘‘(B) after that budget is submitted to Con-
gress, there is enacted qualifying offsetting leg-
islation.

‘‘(2) For purposes of this subsection:
‘‘(A) The term ‘qualifying offsetting legisla-

tion’ means legislation (other than an appro-
priations Act) that includes provisions that—

‘‘(i) offset fully the increased outlays to be
made by reason of the provisions of subsection
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(a) for each of the first 10 fiscal years beginning
after the date of the enactment of such legisla-
tion;

‘‘(ii) expressly state that they are enacted for
the purpose of the offset described in clause (i);
and

‘‘(iii) are included in full on the PayGo score-
card.

‘‘(B) The term ‘PayGo scorecard’ means the
estimates that are made by the Director of the
Congressional Budget Office and the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget under
section 252(d) of the Balanced Budget and
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C.
902(d)) with respect to the ten fiscal years fol-
lowing the date of the enactment of the legisla-
tion that is qualifying offsetting legislation for
purposes of this section.’’.

(b) CONFORMING TERMINATION OF SPECIAL
COMPENSATION PROGRAM.—Section 1413(a) of
such title is amended by adding at the end the
following new sentence: ‘‘If the provisions of
subsection (a) of section 1414 of this title become
effective in accordance with subsection (f) of
that section, payments under this section shall
be terminated effective as of the month begin-
ning on the effective date specified in subsection
(e) of that section.’’.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
‘‘1414. Members eligible for retired pay who have

service-connected disabilities:
payment of retired pay and vet-
erans’ disability compensation;
contingent authority.’’.

(d) PROHIBITION OF RETROACTIVE BENEFITS.—
If the provisions of subsection (a) of section 1414
of title 10, United States Code, becomes effective
in accordance with subsection (f) of that sec-
tion, no benefit may be paid to any person by
reason of those provisions for any period before
the effective date specified in subsection (e) of
that section.

Subtitle E—Other Matters
SEC. 651. FUNERAL HONORS DUTY ALLOWANCE

FOR RETIRED MEMBERS.
(a) ALLOWANCE AUTHORIZED.—Subsection (a)

of section 435 of title 37, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘The Secretary’’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(2) The Secretary concerned may also au-
thorize payment of an allowance under this sec-
tion to a retired member of the armed forces who
performs at least two hours of duty preparing
for or performing honors at the funeral of a vet-
eran.’’.

(b) RELATION TO OTHER COMPENSATION.—
Such section is further amended by adding at
the end the following new subsection:

‘‘(c) CONCURRENT PAYMENT.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the allow-
ance paid to a retired member of the armed
forces under this section shall be in addition to
any other compensation to which the retired
member may be entitled under this title or titles
10 or 38.’’.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—TRICARE Program

SEC. 701. IMPLEMENTING COST-EFFECTIVE PAY-
MENT RATES UNDER THE TRICARE
PROGRAM.

Not later than January 1, 2002, the Secretary
of Defense shall, with respect to categories of
health care providers or services for which the
Secretary has not already done so and to the ex-
tent that the Secretary determines is
practicable—

(1) implement the payment rates used under
medicare, or similar rates based on medicare
payment methods, to pay for health care serv-
ices provided by institutional and noninstitu-
tional providers under the TRICARE program;
and

(2) as a condition of participation in the
TRICARE program, prohibit balance billing of
covered beneficiaries by institutional providers
and limit balance billing by noninstitutional
providers (subject to any exceptions the Sec-
retary determines appropriate) consistent with
the limiting charge percentage under medicare.
SEC. 702. WAIVER OF NONAVAILABILITY STATE-

MENT OR PREAUTHORIZATION RE-
QUIREMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 721 of the Floyd D.
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted in Public Law 106–
398; 114 Stat. 1654A–184) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1) in
subsection (a), by striking ‘‘new’’;

(2) by striking subsection (c) and inserting the
following:

‘‘(c) EXCEPTIONS.—(1) Subject to paragraph
(2), the Secretary may provide that subsection
(a) shall not apply for a period of up to one
year if—

‘‘(A) the Secretary—
‘‘(i) demonstrates significant costs would be

avoided by performing specific procedures at the
affected military medical treatment facility or
facilities;

‘‘(ii) determines that a specific procedure must
be provided at the affected military medical
treatment facility or facilities to ensure the pro-
ficiency levels of the practitioners at the facility
or facilities; or

‘‘(iii) determines that the lack of nonavail-
ability statement data would significantly inter-
fere with TRICARE contract administration;

‘‘(B) the Secretary provides notification of the
Secretary’s intent to make an exception under
this subsection to covered beneficiaries who re-
ceive care at the military medical treatment fa-
cility or facilities that will be affected by the de-
cision to make an exception under this sub-
section;

‘‘(C) the Secretary provides notification to the
Committees on Armed Services of the House of
Representatives and the Senate of the Sec-
retary’s intent to make an exception under this
subsection, the reason for making an exception,
and the date that a nonavailability statement
will be required; and

‘‘(D) 60 days have elapsed since the date of
the notification described in subparagraph (C).

‘‘(2)(A) Except as provided in subparagraph
(B), the Secretary may make an exception under
this subsection with respect to—

‘‘(i) one or more services performed at a mili-
tary medical treatment facility or facilities; or

‘‘(ii) one or more services performed in a
TRICARE region.

‘‘(B) With respect to maternity care, the Sec-
retary may make an exception under this sub-
section with respect to a military medical treat-
ment facility.

‘‘(3) In the case of health care provided in
conjunction with a graduate medical education
program, the period of nonapplicability de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall be, instead of one
year, the period for which a residency review
committee has approved the program.’’; and

(3) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘October 1,
2001’’ and inserting ‘‘two years after the date of
the enactment of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2002’’.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 2002,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
Committees on Armed Services of the House of
Representatives and the Senate a report on the
Secretary’s plans for implementing such section.
SEC. 703. IMPROVEMENTS IN ADMINISTRATION

OF THE TRICARE PROGRAM.
(a) EXPANSION OF TRICARE PROGRAM.—Sec-

tion 1072(7) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘the competitive selection
of contractors to financially underwrite’’.

(b) REDUCTION OF CONTRACT START-UP
TIME.—Section 1095c(b) of such title is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—
(A) by striking ‘‘The’’ and inserting ‘‘Except

as provided in paragraph (3), the’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘contract.’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘as soon as practicable after the
award of the’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(3) The Secretary may reduce the nine-month
start-up period required under paragraph (1)
if—

‘‘(A) the Secretary—
‘‘(i) determines that a shorter period is suffi-

cient to ensure effective implementation of all
contract requirements; and

‘‘(ii) submits notification to the Committees on
Armed Services of the House of Representatives
and the Senate of the Secretary’s intent to re-
duce the nine-month start-up period; and

‘‘(B) 60 days have elapsed since the date of
such notification.’’.
SEC. 704. SUB-ACUTE AND LONG-TERM CARE PRO-

GRAM REFORM.
(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 55 of title 10,

United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 1074i the following new section:
‘‘§ 1074j. Sub-acute care program

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall establish an effective, efficient, and
integrated sub-acute care benefits program
under this chapter (hereinafter referred to in
this section as the ‘program’). Except as other-
wise provided in this section, the types of health
care authorized under the program shall be the
same as those provided under section 1079 of
this title. The Secretary, after consultation with
the other administering Secretaries, shall pro-
mulgate regulations to carry out this section.

‘‘(b) BENEFITS.—(1) The program shall include
a uniform skilled nursing facility benefit that
shall be provided in the manner and under the
conditions described in section 1861(h) and (i) of
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395x(h) and
(i)), except that the limitation on the number of
days of coverage under section 1812(a) and (b)
of such Act (42 U.S.C. 1395d(a) and (b)) shall
not be applicable under the program. Skilled
nursing facility care for each spell of illness
shall continue to be provided for as long as
medically necessary and appropriate.

‘‘(2) In this subsection:
‘‘(A) The term ‘skilled nursing facility’ has

the meaning given such term in section 1819(a)
of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395i–3(a)).

‘‘(B) The term ‘spell of illness’ has the mean-
ing given such term in section 1861(a) of such
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395x(a)).

‘‘(3) The program shall include a comprehen-
sive, intermittent home health care benefit that
shall be provided in the manner and under the
conditions described in section 1861(m) of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395x(m)).’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 1074i the following new
item:
‘‘1074j. Sub-acute care program.’’.

(b) EXTENDED BENEFITS FOR CERTAIN DEPEND-
ENTS.—Section 1079 of such title is amended by
striking subsections (d), (e), and (f) and insert-
ing the following new subsections:

‘‘(d)(1) The Secretary of Defense shall estab-
lish a program to provide extended benefits for
eligible dependents, which may include the pro-
vision of comprehensive health care services, in-
cluding case management services, to assist in
the reduction of the disabling effects of a quali-
fying condition of an eligible dependent. Reg-
istration shall be required to receive the ex-
tended benefits.

‘‘(2) The Secretary of Defense, after consulta-
tion with the other administering Secretaries,
shall promulgate regulations to carry out this
subsection.

‘‘(3) In this subsection:
‘‘(A) The term ‘eligible dependent’ means a de-

pendent of a member of the uniformed services
on active duty for a period of more than 30
days, as described in subparagraph (A), (D), or
(I) of section 1072(2) of this title, who has a
qualifying condition.
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‘‘(B) The term ‘qualifying condition’ means

the condition of a dependent who is moderately
or severely mentally retarded, has a serious
physical disability, or has an extraordinary
physical or psychological condition.

‘‘(e) Extended benefits for eligible dependents
under subsection (d) may include comprehensive
health care services with respect to the quali-
fying condition of such a dependent, and in-
clude, to the extent such benefits are not pro-
vided under provisions of this chapter other
than under this section, the following:

‘‘(1) Diagnosis.
‘‘(2) Inpatient, outpatient, and comprehensive

home health care supplies and services.
‘‘(3) Training, rehabilitation, and special edu-

cation.
‘‘(4) Institutional care in private nonprofit,

public, and State institutions and facilities and,
if appropriate, transportation to and from such
institutions and facilities.

‘‘(5) Custodial care, notwithstanding the pro-
hibition in section 1077(b)(1) of this title.

‘‘(6) Respite care for the primary caregiver of
the eligible dependent.

‘‘(7) Such other services and supplies as deter-
mined appropriate by the Secretary, notwith-
standing the limitations in subsection (a)(13).

‘‘(f) Members shall be required to share in the
cost of any benefits provided to their dependents
under subsection (d) as follows:

‘‘(1) Members in the lowest enlisted pay grade
shall be required to pay the first $25 incurred
each month, and members in the highest com-
missioned pay grade shall be required to pay the
first $250 incurred each month. The amounts to
be paid by members in all other pay grades shall
be determined under regulations to be prescribed
by the Secretary of Defense in consultation with
the administering Secretaries.

‘‘(2) A member who has more than one de-
pendent incurring expenses in a given month
under a plan covered by subsection (d) shall not
be required to pay an amount greater than
would be required if the member had only one
such dependent.’’.

(c) DEFINITIONS OF CUSTODIAL CARE AND
DOMICILIARY CARE.—Section 1072 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new paragraphs:

‘‘(8) The term ‘custodial care’ means treat-
ment or services, regardless of who recommends
such treatment or services or where such treat-
ment or services are provided, that—

‘‘(A) can be rendered safely and reasonably
by a person who is not medically skilled; or

‘‘(B) is or are designed mainly to help the pa-
tient with the activities of daily living.

‘‘(9) The term ‘domiciliary care’ means care
provided to a patient in an institution or home-
like environment because—

‘‘(A) providing support for the activities of
daily living in the home is not available or is
unsuitable; or

‘‘(B) members of the patient’s family are un-
willing to provide the care.’’.

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1079 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended in sub-
section (a) by striking paragraph (17).

(e) CONTINUATION OF INDIVIDUAL CASE MAN-
AGEMENT SERVICES FOR CERTAIN ELIGIBLE BENE-
FICIARIES.—(1) Notwithstanding the termination
of the Individual Case Management Program by
subsection (d), the Secretary of Defense shall, in
any case in which the Secretary makes the de-
termination described in paragraph (2), con-
tinue to provide payment as if such program
were in effect for home health care or custodial
care services provided to an eligible beneficiary
that would otherwise be excluded from coverage
under regulations implementing chapter 55 of
title 10, United States Code.

(2) The determination referred to in para-
graph (1) is a determination that discontinu-
ation of payment for services not otherwise pro-
vided under such chapter would result in the
provision of services inadequate to meet the
needs of the eligible beneficiary and would be
unjust to such beneficiary.

(3) For purposes of this subsection, ‘‘eligible
beneficiary’’ means a covered beneficiary (as
that term is defined in section 1072 of title 10,
United States Code) who, before the effective
date of this section, was provided custodial care
services under the Individual Case Management
Program for which the Secretary provided pay-
ment.

(f) REPORT ON INITIATIVES REGARDING LONG-
TERM CARE.—The Secretary of Defense shall,
not later than April 1, 2002, submit to Congress
a report on the feasibility and desirability of es-
tablishing new initiatives, taking into account
chapter 90 of title 5, United States Code, to im-
prove the availability of long-term care for mem-
bers and retired members of the uniformed serv-
ices and their families.

(g) REFERENCE IN TITLE 10 TO LONG-TERM
CARE PROGRAM IN TITLE 5.—(1) Chapter 55 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after section 1074j (as added by sub-
section (a)) the following new section:

‘‘§ 1074k. Long-term care insurance
‘‘Provisions regarding long-term care insur-

ance for members and certain former members of
the uniformed services and their families are set
forth in chapter 90 of title 5.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 1074j (as added by sub-
section (a)) the following new item:

‘‘1074k. Long-term care insurance.’’.

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section, and the
amendments made by this section, shall take ef-
fect on October 1, 2001.
SEC. 705. REIMBURSEMENT OF TRAVEL EX-

PENSES OF A PARENT, GUARDIAN,
OR RESPONSIBLE FAMILY MEMBER
OF A MINOR COVERED BENEFICIARY.

Section 1074i of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new sentence: ‘‘In any case in which reimburse-
ment of travel expenses of a covered beneficiary
who is a minor and dependent is required under
this section, the Secretary also shall provide re-
imbursement for reasonable travel expenses of
the parent or guardian of, or the family member
responsible for, such covered beneficiary.’’.

Subtitle B—Other Matters
SEC. 711. PROHIBITION AGAINST REQUIRING

MILITARY RETIREES TO RECEIVE
HEALTH CARE SOLELY THROUGH
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.

No provision of law (whether enacted before
or after this Act) may be construed as author-
izing the Secretary of Defense to take any ac-
tion that would require, or have the effect of re-
quiring, a member or former member of the
Armed Forces who is entitled to retired or re-
tainer pay to enroll to receive health care from
the Federal Government only through the De-
partment of Defense. This section may not be
superseded by a subsequent Act unless that
Act—

(1) specifically refers to this section; and
(2) specifically states that such provision of

law supersedes the provisions of this section.
SEC. 712. TRAUMA AND MEDICAL CARE PILOT

PROGRAM.
(a) REQUIREMENT TO CONDUCT PILOT PRO-

GRAM.—The Secretary of Defense shall conduct
a pilot program under which the Brooke Army
Medical Center and the Wilford Hall Air Force
Medical Center in San Antonio, Texas, may
charge civilians who are not covered bene-
ficiaries under chapter 55 of title 10, United
States Code, fees representing the actual costs of
trauma and other medical care provided to such
civilians using private sector itemized rates.

(b) USE OF FEES COLLECTED.—(1) The Brooke
Army Medical Center and the Wilford Hall Air
Force Medical Center may use the amounts col-
lected under the pilot program for—

(A) trauma consortium activities;
(B) administrative, operating, and equipment

costs; and

(C) readiness training.
(2) The operating budgets of those medical

centers shall not be reduced as a result of fees
collected under the pilot program.

(c) EFFICIENT PRACTICES.—Under the pilot
program, the commander of the Brooke Army
Medical Center or Wilford Hall Air Force Med-
ical Center may authorize the use of funds ap-
propriated to the Department of Defense for
medical care for trauma and other medical care
provided at such center to civilians described in
subsection (a).

(d) LENGTH OF PILOT PROGRAM.—The pilot
program under this section shall commence on
October 1, 2001, and be conducted for a period of
three years.

(e) REPORTS.—The Secretary of Defense shall
submit to Congress not later than October 1st of
each of 2002 through 2004 a report describing the
progress and effectiveness of the pilot program
carried out under this section.
SEC. 713. ENHANCEMENT OF MEDICAL PRODUCT

DEVELOPMENT.
Section 980 of title 10, United States Code, is

amended—
(1) by inserting ‘‘(a)’’ before ‘‘Funds’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following new

subsection:
‘‘(b) The Secretary of Defense may waive the

prohibition in this section with respect to a spe-
cific research project to advance the develop-
ment of a medical product necessary to the
armed forces if the research project is carried
out in accordance with all other applicable
laws.’’.
SEC. 714. REPEAL OF OBSOLETE REPORT RE-

QUIREMENT.
Section 701 of the National Defense Author-

ization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law
106–65; 10 U.S.C. 1074g note) is amended by
striking subsection (d).
SEC. 715. CLARIFICATIONS AND IMPROVEMENTS

REGARDING THE DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE MEDICARE-ELIGIBLE RE-
TIREE HEALTH CARE FUND.

(a) CLARIFICATION REGARDING COVERAGE.—
Subsection (b) of section 1111 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(b) In this chapter:
‘‘(1) The term ‘Department of Defense retiree

health care programs’ means the provisions of
this title or any other provision of law creating
an entitlement to or eligibility for health care
under a Department of Defense or uniformed
services program for a member or former member
of a participating uniformed service who is enti-
tled to retired or retainer pay, and an eligible
dependent under such program.

‘‘(2) The term ‘designated Department of De-
fense health care program’ means a program de-
scribed in paragraph (1) of this subsection that
is designated under section 1113(c).

‘‘(3) The term ‘eligible dependent’ means a de-
pendent (as such term is defined in section
1072(2)) described in section 1076(a)(2) (other
than a dependent of a member on active duty),
1076(b), 1086(c)(2), or 1086(c)(3)).

‘‘(4) The term ‘medicare-eligible’, with respect
to any person, means entitled to benefits under
part A of title XVIII of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 1395c et seq.).

‘‘(5) The term ‘participating uniformed serv-
ice’ means the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Ma-
rine Corps, and any other uniformed service
that is covered by an agreement entered into
under subsection (c).’’

(b) PARTICIPATION OF OTHER UNIFORMED
SERVICES.—(1) Section 1111 of such title is fur-
ther amended by adding after subsection (b), the
following new subsection:

‘‘(c) The Secretary of Defense may enter into
an agreement with any other administering Sec-
retary for participation in the Fund by a uni-
formed service under the jurisdiction of that
Secretary. Any such agreement shall require
that Secretary to make contributions to the
Fund on behalf of the members of the uniformed
service under the jurisdiction of that Secretary
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comparable to the contributions to the Fund
made by the Secretary of Defense under section
1116.’’

(2) Section 1112 of such title is amended by
adding at the end the following new paragraph:

‘‘(4) Amounts paid into the Fund pursuant to
section 1111(c).’’.

(3) Section 1115 of such title is amended—
(A) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘partici-

pating’’ before ‘‘uniformed services’’; and
(B) in subparagraphs (A)(ii) and (B)(ii) of

subsection (b)(1), by inserting ‘‘under the juris-
diction of the Secretary of Defense’’ after ‘‘uni-
formed services’’.

(4) Section 1116(a) of such title is amended in
paragraphs (1)(B) and (2)(B) by inserting
‘‘under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of De-
fense’’ after ‘‘uniformed services’’.

(c) CLARIFICATION OF PAYMENTS FROM THE
FUND.—(1) The second sentence of subsection
(a) of section 1111 of such title is amended by in-
serting ‘‘designated’’ before ‘‘Department of De-
fense retiree health care programs for medicare-
eligible beneficiaries’’.

(2) Subsection (a) of section 1113 of such title
is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(a) There shall be paid from the Fund
amounts payable for the costs of designated De-
partment of Defense retiree health care pro-
grams for the benefit of members or former mem-
bers of a participating uniformed service who
are entitled to retired or retainer pay and are
medicare-eligible, and eligible dependents de-
scribed in section 1111(b)(3) who are medicare-
eligible.’’

(3) Such section is further amended by adding
at the end the following new subsection:

‘‘(c) For purposes of payments from the Fund
under subsection (a), the Secretary of Defense
shall designate the program authorized by sec-
tion 1086 of this title.’’.

(d) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The head-
ing for section 1111 of such title is amended to
read as follows:
‘‘§ 1111. Establishment and purpose of Fund;

definitions; authority to enter into agree-
ments’’.
(2) The item relating to section 1111 in the

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 56
of such title is amended to read as follows:
‘‘1111. Establishment and purpose of Fund; defi-

nitions; authority to enter into
agreements.’’.

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on October 1,
2002.
TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-

SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED
MATTERS

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and
Management

SEC. 801. ACQUISITION MILESTONES.
(a) TITLE 10, U.S.C.—Title 10, United States

Code, is amended—
(1) in section 2366(c), subsections (b)(3)(A),

(c)(3)(A), and (h)(1) of section 2432, and section
2434(a), by striking ‘‘engineering and manufac-
turing development’’ each place such words ap-
pear and inserting ‘‘system development and
demonstration’’;

(2) in section 2400—
(A) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘engineer-

ing and manufacturing development’’ and in-
serting ‘‘system development and demonstra-
tion’’; and

(B) in subsections (a)(1)(A), (a)(2), (a)(4) and
(a)(5), by striking ‘‘milestone II’’ each place
such term appears and inserting ‘‘milestone B’’;
and

(3) in section 2435—
(A) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘engineering

and manufacturing development’’ and inserting
‘‘system development and demonstration’’;

(B) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘dem-
onstration and validation’’ and inserting ‘‘sys-
tem development and demonstration’’;

(C) in subsection (c)(2), by striking ‘‘engineer-
ing and manufacturing development’’ and in-
serting ‘‘production and deployment’’; and

(D) in subsection (c)(3), by striking ‘‘produc-
tion and deployment’’ and inserting ‘‘full rate
production’’.

(b) OTHER LAWS.—(1) Section 811(c) of the
Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted in Pub-
lic Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–211) is
amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘Milestone I’’ and inserting
‘‘Milestone B’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘Milestone II’’ and inserting
‘‘Milestone C’’; and

(C) by striking ‘‘Milestone III’’ and inserting
‘‘full rate production’’.

(2) Section 8102(b) of the Department of De-
fense Appropriations Act, 2001 (Public Law 106–
259; 114 Stat. 696) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘Milestone I’’ and inserting
‘‘Milestone B’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘Milestone II’’ and inserting
‘‘Milestone C’’; and

(C) by striking ‘‘Milestone III’’ and inserting
‘‘full rate production’’.
SEC. 802. ACQUISITION WORKFORCE QUALIFICA-

TIONS.
(a) QUALIFICATIONS.—Section 1724 of title 10,

United States Code, is amended—
(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking the matter preceding para-

graph (1) and inserting the following:
‘‘(a) CONTRACTING OFFICERS.—The Secretary

of Defense shall require that, in order to qualify
to serve in an acquisition position as a con-
tracting officer with authority to award or ad-
minister contracts for amounts above the sim-
plified acquisition threshold referred to in sec-
tion 2304(g) of this title, an employee of the De-
partment of Defense or member of the armed
forces (other than the Coast Guard) must, ex-
cept as provided in subsections (c) and (d)—’’;

(B) in paragraph (1)—
(i) by striking ‘‘mandatory’’; and
(ii) by striking ‘‘at the grade level’’ and all

that follows and inserting ‘‘(A) in the case of an
employee, serving in the position within the
grade of the General Schedule in which the em-
ployee is serving, and (B) in the case of a mem-
ber of the armed forces, in the member’s grade;’’;
and

(C) in paragraph (3)(A), by inserting a comma
after ‘‘business’’;

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting the
following new subsection:

‘‘(b) GS–1102 SERIES POSITIONS AND SIMILAR
MILITARY POSITIONS.—(1) The Secretary of De-
fense shall require that in order to qualify to
serve in a position in the Department of Defense
that is in the GS–1102 occupational series an em-
ployee or potential employee of the Department
of Defense meet the requirements set forth in
paragraph (3) of subsection (a). The Secretary
may not require that in order to serve in such a
position an employee or potential employee meet
any of the requirements of paragraphs (1) and
(2) of that subsection.

‘‘(2) The Secretary of Defense shall require
that in order for a member of the armed forces
to be selected for an occupational specialty
within the armed forces that (as determined by
the Secretary) is similar to the GS–1102 occupa-
tional series a member of the armed forces meet
the requirements set forth in paragraph (3) of
subsection (a). The Secretary may not require
that in order to be selected for such an occupa-
tional specialty a member meet any of the re-
quirements of paragraphs (1) and (2) of that
subsection.’’; and

(3) by striking subsections (c) and (d) insert-
ing the following new subsections:

‘‘(c) EXCEPTIONS.—The qualification require-
ments imposed by the Secretary of Defense pur-
suant to subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply
to an employee of the Department of Defense or
member of the armed forces who—

‘‘(1) served as a contracting officer with au-
thority to award or administer contracts in ex-

cess of the simplified acquisition threshold on or
before September 30, 2000;

‘‘(2) served, on or before September 30, 2000, in
a position either as an employee in the GS–1102
series or as a member of the armed forces in
similar occupational specialty;

‘‘(3) is in the contingency contracting force; or
‘‘(4) is described in subsection (e)(1)(B).
‘‘(d) WAIVER.—The acquisition career program

board concerned may waive any or all of the re-
quirements of subsections (a) and (b) with re-
spect to an employee of the Department of De-
fense or member of the armed forces if the board
certifies that the individual possesses significant
potential for advancement to levels of greater re-
sponsibility and authority, based on dem-
onstrated job performance and qualifying expe-
rience. With respect to each waiver granted
under this subsection, the board shall set forth
in a written document the rationale for its deci-
sion to waive such requirements. Such document
shall be submitted to and retained by the Direc-
tor of Acquisition Education, Training, and Ca-
reer Development.

‘‘(e) DEVELOPMENTAL OPPORTUNITIES.—(1)
The Secretary of Defense may—

‘‘(A) establish or continue one or more pro-
grams for the purpose of recruiting, selecting,
appointing, educating, qualifying, and devel-
oping the careers of individuals to meet the re-
quirements in subparagraphs (A) and (B) of
subsection (a)(3);

‘‘(B) appoint individuals to developmental po-
sitions in those programs; and

‘‘(C) separate from the civil service after a
three-year probationary period any individual
appointed under this subsection who, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, fails to complete satis-
factorily any program described in subpara-
graph (A).

‘‘(2) To qualify for any developmental pro-
gram described in paragraph (1)(A), an indi-
vidual shall have—

‘‘(A) been awarded a baccalaureate degree
from an accredited institution of higher edu-
cation authorized to grant baccalaureate de-
grees; or

‘‘(B) completed at least 24 semester credit
hours or the equivalent of study from an accred-
ited institution of higher education in any of
the disciplines of accounting, business, finance,
law, contracts, purchasing, economics, indus-
trial management, marketing, quantitative
methods, or organization and management.

‘‘(f) CONTINGENCY CONTRACTING FORCE.—The
Secretary shall establish qualification require-
ments for the contingency contracting force con-
sisting of members of the armed forces whose
mission is to deploy in support of contingency
operations and other operations of the Depart-
ment of Defense, including—

‘‘(1) completion of at least 24 semester credit
hours or the equivalent of study from an accred-
ited institution of higher education or similar
educational institution in any of the disciplines
of accounting, business, finance, law, contracts,
purchasing, economics, industrial management,
marketing, quantitative methods, or organiza-
tion and management; or

‘‘(2) passage of an examination that dem-
onstrates skills, knowledge, or abilities com-
parable to that of an individual who has com-
pleted at least 24 semester credit hours or the
equivalent of study in any of the disciplines de-
scribed in paragraph (1).’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 1732(c)(2)
of such title is amended by inserting a comma
after ‘‘business’’.
SEC. 803. TWO-YEAR EXTENSION OF PROGRAM AP-

PLYING SIMPLIFIED PROCEDURES
TO CERTAIN COMMERCIAL ITEMS.

Section 4202(e) of the Clinger-Cohen Act of
1996 (divisions D and E of Public Law 104–106;
110 Stat. 654; 10 U.S.C. 2304 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘January 1, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘Janu-
ary 1, 2004’’.
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SEC. 804. CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES TO BE PER-

FORMED OUTSIDE THE UNITED
STATES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 141 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 2381 the following new section:
‘‘§ 2382. Contracts for services to be performed

outside the United States
‘‘The Secretary of Defense may enter into con-

tracts to employ individuals or organizations to
perform services in countries other than the
United States without regard to laws regarding
the negotiation, making, and performance of
contracts and performance of work in the
United States. Individuals employed by contract
to perform such services shall not by virtue of
such employment be considered to be employees
of the United States Government for purposes of
any law administered by the Office of Personnel
Management, but the Secretary may determine
the applicability to such individuals of any
other law administered by the Secretary con-
cerning the employment of such individuals in
countries other than the United States.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
2381 the following new item:
‘‘2382. Contracts for services to be performed

outside the United States.’’.
SEC. 805. CODIFICATION AND MODIFICATION OF

‘‘BERRY AMENDMENT’’ REQUIRE-
MENTS.

(a) BERRY AMENDMENT REQUIREMENTS.—(1)
Chapter 148 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by inserting after section 2533 the fol-
lowing new section:
‘‘§ 2533a. Requirement to buy certain articles

from American sources; exceptions
‘‘(a) REQUIREMENT.—Except as provided in

subsections (c) through (g), funds appropriated
or otherwise available to the Department of De-
fense may not be used for the procurement of an
item described in subsection (b) if the item is not
grown, reprocessed, reused, or produced in the
United States.

‘‘(b) COVERED ITEMS.—An item referred to in
subsection (a) is any of the following:

‘‘(1) An article or item of—
‘‘(A) food;
‘‘(B) clothing;
‘‘(C) tents, tarpaulins, parachutes, or covers;
‘‘(D) cotton and other natural fiber products,

woven silk or woven silk blends, spun silk yarn
for cartridge cloth, synthetic fabric or coated
synthetic fabric (including all textile fibers and
yarns that are for use in such fabrics), canvas
products, or wool (whether in the form of fiber
or yarn or contained in fabrics, materials, or
manufactured articles); or

‘‘(E) any item of individual equipment manu-
factured from or containing such fibers, yarns,
fabrics, or materials.

‘‘(2) Specialty metals, including stainless steel
flatware.

‘‘(3) Hand or measuring tools.
‘‘(c) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary of Defense or

the Secretary of the military department con-
cerned may waive the requirement in subsection
(a) if—

‘‘(1) such Secretary determines that satisfac-
tory quality and sufficient quantity of any such
article or item described in subsection (b)(1) or
specialty metals (including stainless steel flat-
ware) grown, reprocessed, reused, or produced
in the United States cannot be procured as and
when needed at United States market prices;

‘‘(2) such Secretary has provided notice to the
public regarding the waiver;

‘‘(3) such Secretary has notified the Commit-
tees on Appropriations, Armed Services, and
Small Business of the House of Representatives
and the Senate regarding the waiver and pro-
vided a justification to such committees for the
waiver; and

‘‘(4) 30 days have elapsed since the date of the
notification of such committees.

‘‘(d) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN PROCUREMENTS
OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Subsection (a)
does not apply to the following:

‘‘(1) Procurements outside the United States
in support of combat operations.

‘‘(2) Procurements by vessels in foreign wa-
ters.

‘‘(3) Emergency procurements or procurements
of perishable foods by an establishment located
outside the United States for the personnel at-
tached to such establishment.

‘‘(e) EXCEPTION FOR SPECIALTY METALS AND
CHEMICAL WARFARE PROTECTIVE CLOTHING.—
Subsection (a) does not preclude the procure-
ment of specialty metals or chemical warfare
protective clothing produced outside the United
States if—

‘‘(1) such procurement is necessary—
‘‘(A) to comply with agreements with foreign

governments requiring the United States to pur-
chase supplies from foreign sources for the pur-
poses of offsetting sales made by the United
States Government or United States firms under
approved programs serving defense require-
ments; or

‘‘(B) in furtherance of agreements with for-
eign governments in which both such govern-
ments agree to remove barriers to purchases of
supplies produced in the other country or serv-
ices performed by sources of the other country;
and

‘‘(2) any such agreement with a foreign gov-
ernment complies, where applicable, with the re-
quirements of section 36 of the Arms Export
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2776) and with section
2457 of this title.

‘‘(f) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN FOODS.—Sub-
section (a) does not preclude the procurement of
foods manufactured or processed in the United
States.

‘‘(g) EXCEPTION FOR SMALL PURCHASES.—Sub-
section (a) does not apply to purchases for
amounts not greater than the simplified acquisi-
tion threshold referred to in section 2304(g) of
this title.

‘‘(h) APPLICABILITY TO CONTRACTS AND SUB-
CONTRACTS FOR PROCUREMENT OF COMMERCIAL
ITEMS.—This section is applicable to contracts
and subcontracts for the procurement of com-
mercial items notwithstanding section 34 of the
Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41
U.S.C. 430).

‘‘(i) GEOGRAPHIC COVERAGE.—In this section,
the term ‘United States’ includes the common-
wealths, territories, and possessions of the
United States.

‘‘(j) EXCEPTION FOR COMMISSARIES, EX-
CHANGES, AND OTHER NONAPPROPRIATED FUND
INSTRUMENTALITIES.—Subsection (a) does not
apply to items purchased for resale purposes in
commissaries, military exchanges, or non-
appropriated fund instrumentalities operated by
the military departments or the Department of
Defense.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 2533 the following new
item:
‘‘2533a. Requirement to buy certain articles from

American sources; exceptions.’’.
(b) REPEAL OF SOURCE PROVISIONS.—The fol-

lowing provisions of law are repealed:
(1) Section 9005 of the Department of Defense

Appropriations Act, 1993 (Public Law 102–396; 10
U.S.C. 2241 note).

(2) Section 8109 of the Department of Defense
Appropriations Act, 1997 (as contained in sec-
tion 101(b) of Public Law 104–208; 110 Stat. 3009–
111; 10 U.S.C. 2241 note).

Subtitle B—Erroneous Payments Recovery
SEC. 811. SHORT TITLE.

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Erroneous
Payments Recovery Act of 2001’’.
SEC. 812. IDENTIFICATION OF ERRORS MADE BY

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES IN PAYMENTS
TO CONTRACTORS AND RECOVERY
OF AMOUNTS ERRONEOUSLY PAID.

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The head of each
executive agency that enters into contracts with

a total value in excess of $500,000,000 in a fiscal
year shall carry out a cost-effective program for
identifying any errors made in paying the con-
tractors and for recovering any amounts erro-
neously paid to the contractors.

(b) RECOVERY AUDITS AND ACTIVITIES.—A pro-
gram of an executive agency under subsection
(a) shall include recovery audits and recovery
activities. The head of the executive agency
shall determine, in accordance with guidance
provided under subsection (c), the classes of
contracts to which recovery audits and recovery
activities are appropriately applied.

(c) OMB GUIDANCE.—The Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget shall issue
guidance for the conduct of programs under
subsection (a). The guidance shall include the
following:

(1) Definitions of the terms ‘‘recovery audit’’
and ‘‘recovery activity’’ for the purposes of the
programs.

(2) The classes of contracts to which recovery
audits and recovery activities are appropriately
applied under the programs.

(3) Protections for the confidentiality of—
(A) sensitive financial information that has

not been released for use by the general public;
and

(B) information that could be used to identify
a person.

(4) Policies and procedures for ensuring that
the implementation of the programs does not re-
sult in duplicative audits of contractor records.

(5) Policies regarding the types of contracts
executive agencies may use for the procurement
of recovery services, including guidance for use,
in appropriate circumstances, of a contingency
contract pursuant to which the head of an exec-
utive agency may pay a contractor an amount
equal to a percentage of the total amount col-
lected for the United States pursuant to that
contract.

(6) Protections for a contractor’s records and
facilities through restrictions on the authority
of a contractor under a contract for the procure-
ment of recovery services for an executive
agency—

(A) to require the production of any record or
information by any person other than an offi-
cer, employee, or agent of the executive
agency;

(B) to establish, or otherwise have, a physical
presence on the property or premises of any pri-
vate sector entity for the purposes of performing
the contract; or

(C) to act as agents for the Government in the
recovery of funds erroneously paid to contrac-
tors.

(7) Policies for the appropriate types of man-
agement improvement programs authorized by
section 815 that executive agencies may carry
out to address overpayment problems and the re-
covery of overpayments.
SEC. 813. DISPOSITION OF RECOVERED FUNDS.

(a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR RECOVERY
AUDITS AND ACTIVITIES PROGRAM.—Funds col-
lected under a program carried out by an execu-
tive agency under section 812 shall be available
to the executive agency, in such amounts as are
provided in advance in appropriations Acts, for
the following purposes:

(1) To reimburse the actual expenses incurred
by the executive agency in the administration of
the program.

(2) To pay contractors for services under the
program in accordance with the guidance issued
under section 812(c)(5).

(b) FUNDS NOT USED FOR PROGRAM.—Any
amounts erroneously paid by an executive agen-
cy that are recovered under such a program of
an executive agency and are not used to reim-
burse expenses or pay contractors under sub-
section (a)—

(1) shall be credited to the appropriations from
which the erroneous payments were made that
remain available for obligation as of the time
such amounts were collected, shall be merged

VerDate 11-MAY-2000 04:13 Sep 21, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00081 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\A20SE7.018 pfrm02 PsN: H20PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5818 September 20, 2001
with other amounts in those appropriations,
and shall be available for the purposes and pe-
riod for which such appropriations are avail-
able; or

(2) if no such appropriation remains available
for obligation at that time, shall be disposed of
as provided in subsection (c).

(c) OTHER DISPOSITIONS.—Of the total amount
collected under such a program of an executive
agency that is to be disposed of under this
subsection—

(1) up to 25 percent of such amount may be ex-
pended by the head of the executive agency for
carrying out any management improvement pro-
gram of the executive agency under section 815;
and

(2) the remainder of that total amount, in-
cluding any amount not expended under para-
graph (1), shall be deposited in the Treasury as
miscellaneous receipts.

(d) PRIORITY OF OTHER AUTHORIZED DISPOSI-
TIONS.—Notwithstanding subsections (b) and
(c), the authority under such subsections may
not be exercised to use, credit, or deposit funds
collected under such a program as provided in
those subsections to the extent that any other
provision of law requires or authorizes the cred-
iting of such funds to a nonappropriated fund
instrumentality, revolving fund, working-capital
fund, trust fund, or other fund or account.
SEC. 814. SOURCES OF RECOVERY SERVICES.

(a) CONSIDERATION OF AVAILABLE RECOVERY
RESOURCES.—(1) In carrying out a program
under section 812, the head of an executive
agency shall consider all resources available to
that official to carry out the program.

(2) The resources considered by the head of an
executive agency for carrying out the program
shall include the resources available to the exec-
utive agency for such purpose from the fol-
lowing sources:

(A) The executive agency.
(B) Other departments and agencies of the

United States.
(C) Private sector sources.
(b) COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE LAW AND

REGULATIONS.—Before entering into a contract
with a private sector source for the performance
of services under a program of the executive
agency carried out under section 812, the head
of an executive agency shall comply with—

(1) any otherwise applicable provisions of Of-
fice of Management and Budget Circular A–76;
and

(2) any other applicable provision of law or
regulation with respect to the selection between
employees of the United States and private sec-
tor sources for the performance of services.
SEC. 815. MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT PRO-

GRAMS.
In accordance with guidance provided by the

Director of the Office of Management and
Budget under section 812, the head of an execu-
tive agency required to carry out a program
under section 812 may carry out a program for
improving management processes within the ex-
ecutive agency—

(1) to address problems that contribute di-
rectly to the occurrence of errors in the paying
of contractors of the executive agency; or

(2) to improve the recovery of overpayments
due to the agency.
SEC. 816. REPORTS.

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REPORTS.—Not later
than 30 months after the date of the enactment
of this Act, and annually for each of the first
two years following the year of the first report,
the Director of the Office of Management and
Budget shall submit to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Governmental Affairs of
the Senate, a report on the implementation of
this subtitle.

(b) CONTENT.—Each report shall include—
(1) a general description and evaluation of the

steps taken by the heads of executive agencies to
carry out the programs under this subtitle, in-

cluding any management improvement programs
carried out under section 815;

(2) the costs incurred by executive agencies to
carry out the programs under this subtitle; and

(3) the amounts recovered under the programs
under this subtitle.
SEC. 817. RELATIONSHIP TO AUTHORITY OF IN-

SPECTORS GENERAL.
Nothing in this subtitle shall be construed as

impairing the authority of an Inspector General
under the Inspector General Act of 1978 or any
other provision of law.
SEC. 818. PRIVACY PROTECTIONS.

(a) PROHIBITION.—Any nongovernmental enti-
ty that, in the course of recovery auditing or re-
covery activity under this subtitle, obtains infor-
mation that identifies an individual or with re-
spect to which there is a reasonable basis to be-
lieve that the information can be used to iden-
tify an individual, may not disclose the informa-
tion for any purpose other than such recovery
auditing or recovery activity and governmental
oversight of such activity, unless disclosure for
that other purpose is authorized by the indi-
vidual to the executive agency that contracted
for the performance of the recovery auditing or
recovery activity.

(b) LIABILITY.—Any person that violates sub-
section (a) shall be liable for any damages (in-
cluding nonpecuniary damages), costs, and at-
torneys fees incurred by the individual as a re-
sult of the violation.
SEC. 819. DEFINITION.

In this subtitle, the term ‘‘executive agency’’
has the meaning given that term in section 4(1)
of the Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act
(41 U.S.C. 403(1)).

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

SEC. 901. FURTHER REDUCTIONS IN DEFENSE AC-
QUISITION AND SUPPORT WORK-
FORCE

(a) REDUCTION OF DEFENSE ACQUISITION AND
SUPPORT WORKFORCE.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall accomplish reductions in defense ac-
quisition and support personnel positions during
fiscal year 2002 so that the total number of such
personnel as of October 1, 2002, is less than the
total number of such personnel as of October 1,
2001, by at least 13,000.

(b) DEFENSE ACQUISITION WORKFORCE DE-
FINED.—For purposes of this section, the term
‘‘defense acquisition and support personnel’’
has the meaning given that term in section
931(d) of the Strom Thurmond National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (Public
Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 2106).
SEC. 902. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON ESTABLISH-

MENT OF AN OFFICE OF TRANS-
FORMATION IN THE DEPARTMENT
OF DEFENSE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following:
(1) The Armed Forces should give careful con-

sideration to implementating transformation to
meet operational challenges and exploit oppor-
tunities resulting from changes in the threat en-
vironment and the emergence of new tech-
nologies.

(2) A 1999 Defense Science Board report on
transformation concluded that there was no
overall Department of Defense vision for trans-
formation, no road map, no metrics to measure
progress, and little sense of urgency.

(3) Historic case studies have shown that
within the military, as well as commercial enter-
prises, successful transformation must be di-
rected from the highest levels of an organiza-
tion.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS ON ESTABLISHMENT OF
OFFICE OF TRANSFORMATION.—It is the sense of
Congress that the Secretary of Defense should
consider the establishment of an Office of
Transformation within the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense to advise the Secretary on—

(1) development of force transformation strate-
gies to ensure that the military of the future is
prepared to dissuade potential military competi-

tors and, if that fails, to fight and win deci-
sively across the spectrum of future conflict;

(2) ensuring a continuous and broadly focused
transformation process;

(3) service and joint acquisition and experi-
mentation efforts, funding for experimentation
efforts, promising operational concepts and
technologies, and other transformation activi-
ties, as appropriate; and

(4) development of service and joint oper-
ational concepts, transformation implementation
strategies, and risk management strategies.

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS ON FUNDING.—It is the
sense of Congress that the Secretary of Defense
should consider providing funding adequate for
sponsoring selective prototyping efforts,
wargames, and studies and analyses and for ap-
propriate staffing, as recommended by the direc-
tor of an Office of Transformation as described
in subsection (b).
SEC. 903. REVISED JOINT REPORT ON ESTABLISH-

MENT OF NATIONAL COLLABO-
RATIVE INFORMATION ANALYSIS CA-
PABILITY.

(a) REVISED REPORT.—At the same time as the
submission of the budget for fiscal year 2003
under section 1105 of title 31, United States
Code, the Secretary of Defense and the Director
of Central Intelligence shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees and the congres-
sional intelligence committees a revised report
assessing alternatives for the establishment of a
national collaborative information analysis ca-
pability.

(b) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The revised report
shall cover the same matters required to be in-
cluded in the DOD/CIA report, except that the
alternative architectures assessed in the revised
report shall be limited to architectures that in-
clude the participation of all Federal agencies
involved in the collection of intelligence. The re-
vised report shall also include a draft of legisla-
tion sufficient to carry out the preferred archi-
tecture identified in the revised report.

(c) OFFICIALS TO BE CONSULTED.—The revised
report shall be prepared after consultation with
all appropriate Federal officials, including the
following:

(1) The Secretary of the Treasury.
(2) The Secretary of Commerce.
(3) The Secretary of State.
(4) The Attorney General.
(5) The Director of the Federal Bureau of In-

vestigation.
(6) The Administrator of the Drug Enforce-

ment Administration.
(7) The Director of the Defense Threat Reduc-

tion Agency.
(8) The Director of the Defense Information

Systems Agency.
(d) DOD/CIA REPORT DEFINED.—In this sec-

tion, the term ‘‘DOD/CIA report’’ means the
joint report required by section 933 of the Floyd
D. Spence National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into law by
Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–237).
SEC. 904. ELIMINATION OF TRIENNIAL REPORT

BY CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS
OF STAFF ON ROLES AND MISSIONS
OF THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR SEPARATE
REPORT BY CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF
STAFF.—Section 153 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking subsection (b).

(b) ROLES AND MISSIONS CONSIDERED AS PART
OF DEFENSE QUADRENNIAL REVIEW.—Subsection
118(e) of such title is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘Upon the com-
pletion’’;

(2) by designating the second and third sen-
tences as paragraph (3); and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1), as des-
ignated by paragraph (1) of this subsection, the
following new paragraph:

‘‘(2) As part of his assessment under para-
graph (1), the Chairman shall provide his as-
sessment of the assignment of functions (or roles
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and missions) to the armed forces and such rec-
ommendations for changes thereto as the Chair-
man considers necessary to achieve maximum ef-
ficiency of the armed forces. In preparing such
assessment, the Chairman shall consider (among
other matters) the following:

‘‘(A) Unnecessary duplication of effort among
the armed forces.

‘‘(B) Changes in technology that can be ap-
plied effectively to warfare.’’.
SEC. 905. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR SEMI-

ANNUAL REPORTS THROUGH MARCH
2003 ON ACTIVITIES OF JOINT RE-
QUIREMENTS OVERSIGHT COUNCIL.

Section 916 of the Floyd D. Spence National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001
(as enacted into law by Public Law 106–398; 114
Stat. 1654A–231) is repealed.
SEC. 906. CORRECTION OF REFERENCES TO AIR

MOBILITY COMMAND.
(a) REFERENCES IN TITLE 10, UNITED STATES

CODE.—Sections 2554(d) and 2555(a) of title 10,
United States Code, are each amended by strik-
ing ‘‘Military Airlift Command’’ and inserting
‘‘Air Mobility Command’’.

(b) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVISION.—Section
8074 of such title is amended by striking sub-
section (c).

(c) REFERENCES IN TITLE 37, UNITED STATES
CODE.—Sections 430(c) and 432(b) of title 37,
United States Code, are each amended by strik-
ing ‘‘Military Airlift Command’’ and inserting
‘‘Air Mobility Command’’.
SEC. 907. ORGANIZATIONAL ALIGNMENT CHANGE

FOR DIRECTOR FOR EXPEDITIONARY
WARFARE.

Section 5038(a) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by striking ‘‘Office of the Deputy
Chief of Naval Operations for Resources, War-
fare Requirements, and Assessments’’ and in-
serting ‘‘office of the Deputy Chief of Naval Op-
erations with responsibility for warfare require-
ments and programs’’.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

SEC. 1001. TRANSFER AUTHORITY.
(a) AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER AUTHORIZA-

TIONS.—(1) Upon determination by the Secretary
of Defense that such action is necessary in the
national interest, the Secretary may transfer
amounts of authorizations made available to the
Department of Defense in this division for fiscal
year 2002 between any such authorizations for
that fiscal year (or any subdivisions thereof).
Amounts of authorizations so transferred shall
be merged with and be available for the same
purposes as the authorization to which trans-
ferred.

(2) The total amount of authorizations that
the Secretary may transfer under the authority
of this section may not exceed $2,000,000,000.

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The authority provided by
this section to transfer authorizations—

(1) may only be used to provide authority for
items that have a higher priority than the items
from which authority is transferred; and

(2) may not be used to provide authority for
an item that has been denied authorization by
Congress.

(c) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION AMOUNTS.—A
transfer made from one account to another
under the authority of this section shall be
deemed to increase the amount authorized for
the account to which the amount is transferred
by an amount equal to the amount transferred.

(d) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary shall
promptly notify Congress of each transfer made
under subsection (a).
SEC. 1002. INCORPORATION OF CLASSIFIED

ANNEX.
(a) STATUS OF CLASSIFIED ANNEX.—The Clas-

sified Annex prepared by the Committee on
Armed Services of the House of Representatives
to accompany its report on the bill H.R. 2586 of
the One Hundred Seventh Congress and trans-
mitted to the President is hereby incorporated
into this Act.

(b) CONSTRUCTION WITH OTHER PROVISIONS OF
ACT.—The amounts specified in the Classified
Annex are not in addition to amounts author-
ized to be appropriated by other provisions of
this Act.

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Funds ap-
propriated pursuant to an authorization con-
tained in this Act that are made available for a
program, project, or activity referred to in the
Classified Annex may only be expended for such
program, project, or activity in accordance with
such terms, conditions, limitations, restrictions,
and requirements as are set out for that pro-
gram, project, or activity in the Classified
Annex.

(d) DISTRIBUTION OF CLASSIFIED ANNEX.—The
President shall provide for appropriate distribu-
tion of the Classified Annex, or of appropriate
portions of the annex, within the executive
branch of the Government.
SEC. 1003. LIMITATION ON FUNDS FOR BOSNIA

AND KOSOVO PEACEKEEPING OPER-
ATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2002.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the amounts authorized
to be appropriated by section 301(24) for the
Overseas Contingency Operations Transfer
Fund—

(1) no more than $1,315,600,000 may be obli-
gated for incremental costs of the Armed Forces
for Bosnia peacekeeping operations; and

(2) no more than $1,528,600,000 may be obli-
gated for incremental costs of the Armed Forces
for Kosovo peacekeeping operations.

(b) PRESIDENTIAL WAIVER.—The President
may waive the limitation in subsection (a)(1), or
the limitation in subsection (a)(2), after submit-
ting to Congress the following:

(1) The President’s written certification that
the waiver is necessary in the national security
interests of the United States.

(2) The President’s written certification that
exercising the waiver will not adversely affect
the readiness of United States military forces.

(3) A report setting forth the following:
(A) The reasons that the waiver is necessary

in the national security interests of the United
States.

(B) The specific reasons that additional fund-
ing is required for the continued presence of
United States military forces participating in, or
supporting, Bosnia peacekeeping operations, or
Kosovo peacekeeping operations, as the case
may be, for fiscal year 2002.

(C) A discussion of the impact on the military
readiness of United States Armed Forces of the
continuing deployment of United States military
forces participating in, or supporting, Bosnia
peacekeeping operations, or Kosovo peace-
keeping operations, as the case may be.

(4) A supplemental appropriations request for
the Department of Defense for such amounts as
are necessary for the additional fiscal year 2002
costs associated with United States military
forces participating in, or supporting, Bosnia or
Kosovo peacekeeping operations.

(c) PEACEKEEPING OPERATIONS DEFINED.—For
the purposes of this section:

(1) The term ‘‘Bosnia peacekeeping oper-
ations’’ has the meaning given such term in sec-
tion 1004(e) of the Strom Thurmond National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999
(Public Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 2112).

(2) The term ‘‘Kosovo peacekeeping
operations’’—

(A) means the operation designated as Oper-
ation Joint Guardian and any other operation
involving the participation of any of the Armed
Forces in peacekeeping or peace enforcement ac-
tivities in and around Kosovo; and

(B) includes, with respect to Operation Joint
Guardian or any such other operation, each ac-
tivity that is directly related to the support of
the operation.
SEC. 1004. INCREASE IN LIMITATIONS ON ADMIN-

ISTRATIVE AUTHORITY OF THE NAVY
TO SETTLE ADMIRALTY CLAIMS.

(a) ADMIRALTY CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED
STATES.—Section 7622 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in subsections (a) and (b), by striking
‘‘$1,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$15,000,000’’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘$100,000’’
and inserting ‘‘$1,000,000’’.

(b) ADMIRALTY CLAIMS BY THE UNITED
STATES.—Section 7623 of such title is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by striking
‘‘$1,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$15,000,000’’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘$100,000’’
and inserting ‘‘$1,000,000’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply with respect to any
claim accruing on or after February 1, 2001.

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels
SEC. 1011. REVISION IN TYPES OF EXCESS NAVAL

VESSELS FOR WHICH APPROVAL BY
LAW IS REQUIRED FOR DISPOSAL TO
FOREIGN NATIONS.

(a) REVISION IN VESSEL THRESHOLD.—Section
7307 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘A naval ves-
sel’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in sub-
section (b), a combatant naval vessel’’;

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c);

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

‘‘(b) TREATMENT OF VESSELS HELD BY FOR-
EIGN NATIONS BY LOAN OR LEASE.—Subsection
(a) shall not apply to the disposal to another
nation of a vessel described in that subsection
that, at the time of the disposal, is held by the
nation to which the disposal is to be made pur-
suant to a loan or lease arrangement made
under section 61 of the Arms Export Control Act
(22 U.S.C. 2796) or any other provision of law.’’;
and

(4) by adding after subsection (c), as redesig-
nated by paragraph (2), the following new sub-
section:

‘‘(d) INAPPLICABILITY OF VESSEL DISPOSALS TO
AGGREGATE ANNUAL VALUE LIMITATIONS.—The
value of a vessel transferred to another country
under an applicable provision of law as de-
scribed in subsection (c) shall not be counted for
the purposes of any aggregate limit on the value
of articles transferred to other countries under
that provision of law during any year (or other
applicable period of time).’’.

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Subsection (a)
of such section is further amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘LARGER OR NEWER’’ in the
subsection heading and inserting ‘‘CERTAIN
COMBATANT; and

(2) by striking ‘‘approved by law enacted after
August 5, 1974’’ and inserting ‘‘specifically ap-
proved by law’’.

Subtitle C—Counter-Drug Activities
SEC. 1021. EXTENSION OF REPORTING REQUIRE-

MENT REGARDING DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE EXPENDITURES TO SUP-
PORT FOREIGN COUNTER-DRUG AC-
TIVITIES.

Section 1022 of the Floyd D. Spence National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001
(as enacted by Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat.
1654A–255) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘and April 15, 2002,’’ after
‘‘January 1, 2001,’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘fiscal year 2000’’ and inserting
‘‘the preceding fiscal year’’.
SEC. 1022. AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER TRACKER

AIRCRAFT CURRENTLY USED BY
ARMED FORCES FOR COUNTER-
DRUG PURPOSES.

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of
Defense may transfer to the administrative ju-
risdiction and operational control of another
Federal agency all Tracker aircraft in the in-
ventory of the Department of Defense.

(b) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO TRANSFER.—If the
transfer authority provided by subsection (a) is
not exercised by the Secretary of Defense by
September 30, 2002, any Tracker aircraft remain-
ing in the inventory of the Department of De-
fense may not be used by the Armed Forces for
counter-drug purposes after that date.
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SEC. 1023. AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER TETHERED

AEROSTAT RADAR SYSTEM CUR-
RENTLY USED BY ARMED FORCES
FOR COUNTER-DRUG PURPOSES.

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of
Defense may transfer to the administrative ju-
risdiction and operational control of another
Federal agency the Tethered Aerostat Radar
System currently used by the Armed Forces in
maritime, air, and land counter-drug detection
and monitoring.

(b) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO TRANSFER.—If the
transfer authority provided by subsection (a) is
not exercised by the Secretary of Defense by
September 30, 2002, the Tethered Aerostat Radar
System may not be used by the Armed Forces for
counter-drug purposes after that date.

Subtitle D—Reports
SEC. 1031. REQUIREMENT THAT DEPARTMENT OF

DEFENSE REPORTS TO CONGRESS
BE ACCOMPANIED BY ELECTRONIC
VERSION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 23 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after the table of sections the following new sec-
tion:

‘‘§ 480. Department of Defense reports: submis-
sion in electronic form
‘‘(a) REQUIREMENT.—Whenever the Secretary

of Defense or any other official of the Depart-
ment of Defense is required by law to submit a
report to Congress (or any committee of either
House of Congress), the Secretary or other offi-
cial shall provide to Congress (or each such
committee) a copy of the report in an electronic
medium.

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) does not
apply to a report submitted in classified form.

‘‘(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term ‘re-
port’ includes any certification, notification, or
other communication in writing.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting before the item relating to sec-
tion 481 the following new item:

‘‘480. Department of Defense reports: submission
in electronic form.’’.

SEC. 1032. REPORT ON DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE ROLE IN HOMELAND SECU-
RITY MATTERS.

The Secretary of Defense shall conduct a
study on the appropriate role for the Depart-
ment of Defense in homeland security matters.
The Secretary shall submit to the Congress a re-
port on the results of that study at the same
time that the budget of the President for fiscal
year 2003 is submitted to Congress.
SEC. 1033. REVISION OF ANNUAL REPORT TO

CONGRESS ON NATIONAL GUARD
AND RESERVE COMPONENT EQUIP-
MENT.

The text of section 10541 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(a) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of Defense
shall submit to Congress each year, not later
than March 1, a written report concerning the
equipment of the National Guard and the re-
serve components of the armed forces. Each
such report shall cover the current fiscal year
and the three succeeding years.

‘‘(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED IN REPORT.—
Each report under this section shall include the
following (shown in the aggregate and sepa-
rately for each reserve component):

‘‘(1) A list of major items of equipment re-
quired and on-hand in the inventories of the re-
serve components.

‘‘(2) A list of major items of equipment that
are expected to be procured from commercial
sources or transferred from the active compo-
nent to the reserve components.

‘‘(3) A statement of major items of equipment
in the inventories of the reserve components
that are substitutes for a required major item of
equipment.

‘‘(4) A narrative explanation of the plan of
the Secretary concerned to equip each reserve

component, including an explanation of the
plan to equip units of the reserve components
that are short major items of equipment at the
outset of war or a contingency operation.

‘‘(5) A narrative discussing the current status
of the compatibility and interoperability of
equipment between the reserve components and
the active forces and the effect of that level of
compatibility or interoperability on combat ef-
fectiveness, together with a plan to achieve full
equipment compatibility and interoperability.

‘‘(6) A narrative discussing modernization
shortfalls and maintenance backlogs within the
reserve components and the effect of those
shortfalls on combat effectiveness.

‘‘(7) A narrative discussing the overall age
and condition of equipment currently in the in-
ventory of the reserve components.

‘‘(c) MAJOR ITEMS OF EQUIPMENT.—In this
section, the term ‘major items of equipment’ in-
cludes ships, aircraft, combat vehicles, and key
combat support equipment.

‘‘(d) FORMAT AND LEVEL OF DETAIL.—Each
report under this section shall be expressed in
the same format and with the same level of de-
tail as the information presented in the Future-
Years Defense Program Procurement Annex pre-
pared by the Department of Defense.’’.

Subtitle E—Other Matters
SEC. 1041. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE GIFT AU-

THORITIES.
(a) ADDITIONAL ITEMS AUTHORIZED TO BE

DONATED BY SECRETARY OF THE NAVY.—Section
7545 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking ‘‘Subject to’’ and all that fol-

lows through ‘‘by him,’’ and inserting ‘‘AU-
THORITY TO MAKE LOANS AND GIFTS.—The Sec-
retary of the Navy’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘captured, condemned,’’ and
all that follows through ‘‘to—’’ and inserting
‘‘items described in subsection (b) that are not
needed by the Department of the Navy to any of
the following:’’

(C) by capitalizing the first letter after the
paragraph designation in each of paragraphs
(1) through (12);

(D) by striking the semicolon at the end of
paragraphs (1) through (10) and inserting a pe-
riod;

(E) by striking ‘‘; or’’ at the end of paragraph
(11) and inserting a period;

(F) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘World War
I or World War II’’ and inserting ‘‘a foreign
war’’;

(G) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘soldiers’
monument’’ and inserting ‘‘servicemen’s monu-
ment’’; and

(H) in paragraph (8), by inserting ‘‘or memo-
rial’’ after ‘‘a museum’’;

(2) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) as
subsections (d) and (e), respectively;

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsections:

‘‘(b) ITEMS ELIGIBLE FOR DISPOSAL.—This sec-
tion applies to the following types of property
held by the Department of the Navy:

‘‘(1) Captured, condemned, or obsolete ord-
nance material.

‘‘(2) Captured, condemned, or obsolete combat
or shipboard material.

‘‘(c) REGULATIONS.—A loan or gift made under
this section shall be subject to regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary of the Navy and to reg-
ulations under section 205 of the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40
U.S.C. 486).’’;

(4) in subsection (d) (as redesignated by para-
graph (2)), by inserting ‘‘MAINTENANCE OF THE
RECORDS OF THE GOVERNMENT.—’’ after the sub-
section designation;

(5) in subsection (e) (as redesignated by para-
graph (2)), by inserting ‘‘ALTERNATIVE AU-
THORITIES TO MAKE GIFTS OR LOANS.—’’ after
the subsection designation; and

(6) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘‘(f) AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER A PORTION OF A
VESSEL.—The Secretary may lend, give, or oth-
erwise transfer any portion of the hull or super-
structure of a vessel stricken from the Naval
Vessel Register and designated for scrapping to
a qualified organization specified in subsection
(a). The terms and conditions of an agreement
for the transfer of a portion of a vessel under
this section shall include a requirement that the
transferee will maintain the material conveyed
in a condition that will not diminish the histor-
ical value of the material or bring discredit upon
the Navy.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
2572(a) of such title is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘soldiers’
monument’’ and inserting ‘‘servicemen’s monu-
ment’’; and

(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘or memo-
rial’’ after ‘‘An incorporated museum’’.
SEC. 1042. TERMINATION OF REFERENDUM RE-

QUIREMENT REGARDING CONTINU-
ATION OF MILITARY TRAINING ON
ISLAND OF VIEQUES, PUERTO RICO,
AND IMPOSITION OF ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS ON CLOSURE OF LIVE-
FIRE TRAINING RANGE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title XV of the Floyd D.
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted by Public Law 106–
398; 114 Stat. 1654A–348) is amended by striking
sections 1503, 1504, and 1505 and inserting the
following new sections:
‘‘SEC. 1503. CONDITIONS ON CLOSURE OF

VIEQUES NAVAL TRAINING RANGE.
‘‘(a) REQUIRED CERTIFICATION.—The Sec-

retary of the Navy may close the Vieques Naval
Training Range on the island of Vieques, Puerto
Rico, and discontinue live-fire training at that
range only if—

‘‘(1) the Chief of Naval Operations and the
Commandant of the Marine Corps jointly certify
that there is an alternative training facility that
provides an equivalent or superior level of train-
ing for units of the Navy and the Marine Corps
stationed or deployed in the eastern United
States; and

‘‘(2) the new facility is available and fully ca-
pable of supporting such training immediately
upon cessation of live-fire training on Vieques.

‘‘(b) EQUIVALENT OR SUPERIOR LEVEL OF
TRAINING DEFINED.—In this section, the term
‘equal or superior level of training’ refers to an
ability by the Armed Forces to conduct at a sin-
gle location coordinated live-fire training, in-
cluding simultaneous large-scale tactical air
strikes, naval surface fire support and artillery,
and amphibious landing operations, as was con-
ducted at Vieques Naval Training Range before
April 19, 1999.
‘‘SEC. 1504. NAVY RETENTION OF CLOSED

VIEQUES NAVAL TRAINING RANGE.
‘‘(a) RETENTION.—If the conditions specified

in section 1503(a) are satisfied and the Secretary
of the Navy terminates all Navy and Marine
Corps training operations on the island of
Vieques, the Secretary of the Navy shall retain
administrative jurisdiction over the Live Impact
Area and all other Department of Defense real
properties on the eastern side of the island for
possible reactivation for training use, including
live-fire training, in the event a national emer-
gency.

‘‘(b) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary of the
Navy may enter into a cooperative agreement
with the Secretary of the Interior to provide for
management of the property described in sub-
section (a), pending reactivation for training
use, by appropriate agencies of the Department
of the Interior as follows:

‘‘(1) Management of the Live Impact Area as
a wilderness area under the Wilderness Act (16
U.S.C. 1131 et seq.), including a prohibition on
public access to the area.

‘‘(2) Management of the remaining property
as wildlife refuges under the National Wildlife
Refuge System Administration Act of 1966 (16
U.S.C. 668dd et seq.).
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‘‘(c) LIVE IMPACT AREA DEFINED.—In this sec-

tion, the term ‘Live Impact Area’ means the par-
cel of real property, consisting of approximately
900 acres (more or less), on the island of Vieques
that is designated by the Secretary of the Navy
for targeting by live ordnance in the training of
forces of the Navy and Marine Corps.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1507(c)
of such Act is amended by striking ‘‘the
issuance of a proclamation described in section
1504(a) or’’.
SEC. 1043. REPEAL OF LIMITATION ON REDUC-

TIONS IN PEACEKEEPER ICBM MIS-
SILES.

Subsection (a)(1) of section 1302 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1998 (Public Law 105–85) is amended by
striking subparagraph (D).
SEC. 1044. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS ON THE IM-

PORTANCE OF THE KWAJALEIN MIS-
SILE RANGE/RONALD REAGAN DE-
FENSE INITIATIVE TEST SITE AT
KWAJALEIN ATOLL.

(a) IMPORTANCE OF MISSILE RANGE.—Congress
recognizes the importance of the Kwajalein Mis-
sile Range to the Department of Defense, par-
ticularly in that—

(1) Kwajalein acts as a buffer between Hawaii
and Asia and provides an important role in
monitoring potential adversaries in the Pacific
Theatre; and

(2) the range is the only location at which
tests for United States exoatmospheric ballistic
missile defense intercepts occurs.

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that the De-
partment of Defense conducted a study regard-
ing the importance of Kwajalein Missile Range
and made the following findings:

(1) The United States has an overriding de-
fense interest in continuing the use of the Kwaj-
alein Missile Range and facilities on Kwajalein
Atoll.

(2) The requirements of United States missile
defense and space surveillance programs, com-
bined with the uniqueness of Kwajalein’s loca-
tion, and infrastructure investment, make re-
newal of the Compact in the best interest of the
Department of Defense.

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the United States—

(1) should work to continue the long-term re-
lationship of the Department of Defense with
the Kwajalein Missile Range/Ronald Reagan
Defense Initiative Test Site at Kwajalein Atoll;
and

(2) should continue to recognize the vital im-
portance of that test site to the national security
of the United States and peacekeeping efforts in
Asia.
SEC. 1045. TRANSFER OF VIETNAM ERA F–4 AIR-

CRAFT TO NONPROFIT MUSEUM.
(a) AUTHORITY TO CONVEY.—The Secretary of

the Air Force may convey, without consider-
ation, to the nonprofit National Aviation Mu-
seum and Foundation of Oklahoma (in this sec-
tion referred to as the ‘‘museum’’), all right,
title, and interest of the United States in and to
one surplus F–4 aircraft that is flyable or that
can be readily restored to flyable condition. The
conveyance shall be made by means of a condi-
tional deed of gift.

(b) CONDITION OF AIRCRAFT.—(1) The Sec-
retary may not convey ownership of an aircraft
under subsection (a) until the Secretary deter-
mines that the museum has altered the aircraft
in such manner as the Secretary determines nec-
essary to ensure that the aircraft does not have
any capability for use as a platform for launch-
ing or releasing munitions or any other combat
capability that it was designed to have.

(2) The Secretary is not required to repair or
alter the condition of the aircraft before con-
veying ownership of the aircraft.

(c) REVERTER UPON BREACH OF CONDITIONS.—
The Secretary shall include in the instrument of
conveyance of the aircraft—

(1) a condition that the museum not convey
any ownership interest in, or transfer possession

of, the aircraft to any other party without the
prior approval of the Secretary;

(2) a condition that the museum operate and
maintain the aircraft in compliance with all ap-
plicable limitations and maintenance require-
ments imposed by the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration; and

(3) a condition that if the Secretary deter-
mines at any time that the museum has con-
veyed an ownership interest in, or transferred
possession of, the aircraft to any other party
without the prior approval of the Secretary, or
has failed to comply with the condition set forth
in paragraph (2), all right, title, and interest in
and to the aircraft, including any repair or al-
teration of the aircraft, shall revert to the
United States, and the United States shall have
the right of immediate possession of the aircraft.

(d) CONVEYANCE AT NO COST TO THE UNITED
STATES.—The conveyance of the aircraft under
subsection (a) shall be made at no cost to the
United States. Any costs associated with the
conveyance, costs of determining compliance
with subsection (b), and costs of operation and
maintenance of the aircraft conveyed shall be
borne by the museum.

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with a conveyance
under this section as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate to protect the interests of the United
States.
SEC. 1046. BOMBER FORCE STRUCTURE.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds available
to the Department of Defense for fiscal year 2002
may be obligated or expended for retiring or dis-
mantling any of the 93 B–1B Lancer bombers in
service as of June 1, 2001, or for transferring or
reassigning any of those aircraft from the unit
or the facility to which assigned as of that date,
until each of the following has occurred:

(1) The President transmits to Congress a na-
tional security strategy report under section 108
of the National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C.
4040) as required by subsection (a)(3) of that sec-
tion.

(2) The Secretary of Defense submits to the
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and
the Committee on Armed Services of the House
of Representatives the Quadrennial Defense Re-
view (QDR) under section 118 of title 10, United
States Code, that under that section is required
to be submitted not later than September 30,
2001.

(3) The Secretary of Defense submits to the
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and
the Committee on Armed Services of the House
of Representatives a report that provides—

(A) the changes in national security consider-
ations from those applicable to the air force
bomber studies conducted during 1992 and 1995
that warrant changes in the current configura-
tion of the bomber fleet; and

(B) the plans of the Department of Defense for
assigning new missions to the National Guard
units that currently fly B–1 aircraft and for the
transition of those units and their facilities from
the current B–1 mission to their future missions.

(4) The Secretary of Defense submits to Con-
gress the annual report of the Secretary for 2001
required by section 113(c) of title 10, United
States Code.

(5) The Secretary of Defense submits to Con-
gress a report on the results of the Revised Nu-
clear Posture Review conducted under section
1042 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as en-
acted into law by Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat.
1654A–262), as required by subsection (c) of that
section.

(6) The Secretary of Defense conducts, and
submits to the Committee on Armed Services of
the Senate and Committee on Armed Services of
the House of Representatives a report on the re-
sults of, a comprehensive study to determine—

(A) the role of manned bomber aircraft appro-
priate to meet the requirements derived from the

National Security Strategy report referred to in
paragraph (1);

(B) the amount and type of bomber force
structure in the United States Air Force appro-
priate to meet the requirements derived from the
National Security Strategy report referred to in
paragraph (1); and

(C) the most cost effective allocation of bomber
force structure, factoring in use of the reserve
components of the Air Force consistent with the
requirements of the National Security Strategy
report referred to in paragraph (1).

(b) GAO STUDY AND REPORT.—The Comp-
troller General of the United States shall con-
duct a study on the same matters as specified in
subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) of subsection
(a)(6). The Comptroller General shall submit to
Congress a report containing the results of that
study not later than 180 days after the date of
the submission of the report referred to in sub-
section (a)(6)

(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this section:
(1) AMOUNT AND TYPE OF BOMBER FORCE

STRUCTURE.—The term ‘‘amount and type of
bomber force structure’’ means the required
numbers of B–2 aircraft, B–52 aircraft, and B–1
aircraft consistent with the requirements of the
National Security Strategy referred to in sub-
section (a)(1).

(2) COST EFFECTIVE ALLOCATION OF BOMBER
FORCE STRUCTURE.—The term ‘‘cost effective al-
location of bomber force structure’’ means the
lowest cost for stationing, maintaining, and op-
erating the bomber fleet fully consistent with
the requirements of the National Security Strat-
egy referred to in subsection (a)(1).
SEC. 1047. TECHNICAL AND CLERICAL AMEND-

MENTS.
(a) TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE.—Title 10,

United States Code, is amended as follows:
(1) The tables of chapters at the beginning of

subtitle A, and at the beginning of part II of
subtitle A, are each amended by striking the pe-
riod after ‘‘1111’’ in the item relating to chapter
56.

(2) Section 119(g)(2) is amended by striking
‘‘National Security Subcommittee’’ and inserting
‘‘Subcommittee on Defense’’.

(3) Section 130c(b)(3)(C) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘subsection (f)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection
(g)’’.

(4) Section 176(a)(3) is amended by striking
‘‘Chief Medical Director’’ and inserting ‘‘Under
Secretary for Health’’.

(5)(A) Section 503(c) is amended in paragraph
(6)(A)(i) by striking ‘‘14101(18)’’ and ‘‘8801(18)’’
and inserting ‘‘14101’’ and ‘‘8801’’, respectively.

(B) The amendment made by subparagraph
(A) shall take effect on July 1, 2002, immediately
after the amendment to such section effective
that date by section 563(a) of the Floyd D.
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted by Public Law 106–
398; 114 Stat. 131).

(6) Section 663(e) is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘Armed Forces Staff College’’

in paragraph (1) and inserting ‘‘Joint Forces
Staff College’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘ARMED FORCES STAFF COL-
LEGE’’ and inserting ‘‘JOINT FORCES STAFF COL-
LEGE’’.

(7) Section 667(17) is amended by striking
‘‘Armed Forces Staff College’’ both places it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘Joint Forces Staff Col-
lege’’.

(8) Section 874(a) is amended by inserting
after ‘‘a sentence of confinement for life without
eligibility for parole’’ the following: ‘‘that is ad-
judged for an offense committed after October
29, 2000’’.

(9) Section 1056(c)(2) is amended by striking ‘‘,
not later than September 30, 1991,’’.

(10) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 55 is amended by transferring the item
relating to section 1074i, as inserted by section
758(b) of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as en-
acted by Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–
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200), so as to appear after the item relating to
section 1074h.

(11) Section 1097a(e) is amended by striking
‘‘section 1072’’ and inserting ‘‘section 1072(2)’’.

(12) Sections 1111(a) and 1114(a)(1) are each
amended by striking ‘‘hereafter’’ and inserting
‘‘hereinafter’’.

(13) Section 1116 is amended—
(A) in subsection (a)(2)(B), by inserting an

open parenthesis before ‘‘other than for train-
ing’’; and

(B) in subsection (b)(2)(D), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 111(c)(4)’’ and inserting ‘‘section
1115(c)(4)’’.

(14) The heading for subchapter II of chapter
75 is transferred within that chapter so as to ap-
pear before the table of sections at the beginning
of that subchapter (as if the amendment made
by section 721(c)(1) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law
106–65; 113 Stat. 694) had inserted that heading
following section 1471 instead of before section
1475).

(15) Section 1611(d) is amended by striking
‘‘with’’.

(16) Section 2166(e)(9) is amended by striking
‘‘App. 2’’ and inserting ‘‘App.’’.

(17) Section 2323(a)(1)(C) is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘section 1046(3)’’ and inserting

‘‘section 365(3)’’;
(B) by striking ‘‘20 U.S.C. 1135d–5(3)’’ and in-

serting ‘‘20 U.S.C. 1067k’’; and
(C) by striking ‘‘, which, for the purposes of

this section’’ and all that follows through the
period at the end and inserting a period.

(18) Section 2375(b) is amended by inserting
‘‘(41 U.S.C. 430)’’ after ‘‘section 34 of the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Act’’.

(19) Section 2376(1) is amended by inserting
‘‘(41 U.S.C. 403)’’ after ‘‘section 4 of the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Act’’.

(20) Section 2410f(a) is amended by inserting
after ‘‘inscription’’ the following: ‘‘, or another
inscription with the same meaning,’’.

(21) Section 2461a(a)(2) is amended by striking
‘‘effeciency’’ and inserting ‘‘efficiency’’.

(22) Section 2467 is amended—
(A) in subsection (a)(2)—
(i) by striking ‘‘, United States Code’’ in sub-

paragraph (A); and
(ii) by striking ‘‘such’’ in subparagraphs (B)

and (C); and
(B) in subsection (b)(2)(A), by striking

‘‘United States Code,’’.
(23) Section 2535 is amended—
(A) in subsection (a)—
(i) by striking ‘‘intent of Congress’’ and in-

serting ‘‘intent of Congress—’’;
(ii) by realigning clauses (1), (2), (3), and (4)

so that each such clause appears as a separate
paragraph indented two ems from the left mar-
gin; and

(iii) in paragraph (1), as so realigned, by
striking ‘‘Armed Forces’’ and inserting ‘‘armed
forces’’;

(B) in subsection (b)(1)—
(i) by striking ‘‘in this section, the Secretary

is authorized and directed to—’’ and inserting
‘‘in subsection (a), the Secretary of Defense
shall—’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘defense industrial reserve’’ in
subparagraph (A) and inserting ‘‘Defense In-
dustrial Reserve’’; and

(C) in subsection (c)—
(i) by striking paragraph (1);
(ii) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-

graph (1) and in that paragraph—
(I) by striking ‘‘means’’ and inserting

‘‘means—’’;
(II) by realigning clauses (A), (B), and (C) so

that each such clause appears as a separate
subparagraph indented four ems from the left
margin; and

(III) by inserting ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (B), as so realigned; and

(iii) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (2).

(24) Section 2541c is amended by striking
‘‘subtitle’’ both places it appears in the matter

preceding paragraph (1) and inserting ‘‘sub-
chapter’’.

(25) The second section 2555, added by section
1203(a) of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as en-
acted by Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–
324), is redesignated as section 2565, and the
item relating to that section in the table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 152 is revised
to conform to such redesignation.

(26) The second section 2582, added by section
1(a) of Public Law 106–446 (114 Stat. 1932), is re-
designated as section 2583, and the item relating
to that section in the table of sections at the be-
ginning of chapter 153 is revised to conform to
such redesignation.

(27)(A) Section 2693(a) is amended—
(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by

inserting ‘‘of Defense’’ after ‘‘Secretary’’; and
(ii) in paragraph (3)—
(I) by inserting ‘‘to the Secretary of Defense’’

after ‘‘certifies’’;
(II) by inserting ‘‘(42 U.S.C. 3762a)’’ after ‘‘of

1968’’; and
(III) by striking ‘‘to the public agencies re-

ferred to in section 515(a)(1) or 515(a)(3) of title
I of such Act’’ and inserting ‘‘to a public agency
referred to in paragraph (1) or (3) of subsection
(a) of such section’’.

(B)(i) The heading of such section is amended
to read as follows:
‘‘§ 2693. Conveyance of certain property: De-

partment of Justice correctional options
program’’.
(ii) The item relating to such section in the

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 159
is amended to read as follows:
‘‘2693. Conveyance of certain property: Depart-

ment of Justice correctional op-
tions program.’’.

(28) Section 3014(f)(3) is amended by striking
‘‘the number equal to’’ and all that follows and
inserting ‘‘67.’’.

(29) Section 5014(f)(3) is amended by striking
‘‘the number equal to’’ and all that follows and
inserting ‘‘74.’’.

(30) Section 8014(f)(3) is amended by striking
‘‘the number equal to’’ and all that follows and
inserting ‘‘60.’’.

(31) Section 9783(e)(1) is amended by striking
‘‘40101(a)(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘40102(a)(2)’’.

(32) Section 12741(a)(2) is amended by striking
‘‘received’’ and inserting ‘‘receive’’.

(b) AMENDMENTS RELATING TO CHANGE IN
TITLE OF UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR
ACQUISITION, TECHNOLOGY, AND LOGISTICS.—
Title 10, United States Code, is further amended
as follows:

(1) Section 133a(b) is amended by striking
‘‘shall assist the Under Secretary of Defense for
Acquisition and Technology’’ and inserting
‘‘shall assist the Under Secretary of Defense for
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics’’.

(2) The following provisions are each amended
by striking ‘‘Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition and Technology’’ and inserting
‘‘Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology, and Logistics’’: sections 139(c),
139(f), 171(a)(3), 179(a)(1), 1702, 1703, 1707(a),
1722(a), 1722(b)(2)(B), 1735(c)(1), 1737(c)(1),
1737(c)(2)(B), 1741(b), 1746(a), 1761(b)(4), 1763,
2302c(a)(2), 2304(f)(1)(B)(iii), 2304(f)(6)(B),
2311(c)(1), 2311(c)(2)(B), 2350a(b)(2),
2350a(e)(1)(A), 2350a(e)(2)(B), 2350a(f)(1),
2399(b)(3), 2435(b), 2435(d)(2), 2521(a), and
2534(i)(3).

(3)(A) The heading for section 1702 is amended
to read as follows:
‘‘§ 1702. Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui-

sition, Technology, and Logistics: authori-
ties and responsibilities’’.
(B) The item relating to section 1702 in the

table of sections at the beginning of subchapter
I of chapter 87 is amended to read as follows:
‘‘1702. Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisi-

tion, Technology, and Logistics:
authorities and responsibilities.’’.

(4) Section 2503(b) is amended by striking
‘‘Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition’’
and inserting ‘‘Under Secretary of Defense for
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics’’.

(c) AMENDMENTS TO SUBSTITUTE CALENDAR
DATES FOR DATE-OF-ENACTMENT REFERENCES.—
Title 10, United States Code, is further amended
as follows:

(1) Section 130c(d)(1) is amended by striking
‘‘the date of the enactment of the Floyd D.
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘October 30,
2000,’’.

(2) Section 184(a) is amended by striking ‘‘the
date of the enactment of this section,’’ and in-
serting ‘‘October 30, 2000,’’.

(3) Section 986(a) is amended by striking ‘‘the
date of the enactment of this section,’’ and in-
serting ‘‘October 30, 2000,’’.

(4) Section 1074g(a)(8) is amended by striking
‘‘the date of the enactment of this section’’ and
inserting ‘‘October 5, 1999,’’.

(5) Section 1079(h)(2) is amended by striking
‘‘the date of the enactment of this paragraph’’
and inserting ‘‘February 10, 1996,’’.

(6) Section 1206(5) is amended by striking ‘‘the
date of the enactment of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000,’’ and in-
serting ‘‘October 5, 1999,’’.

(7) Section 1405(c)(1) is amended by striking
‘‘the date of the enactment of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995,’’
and inserting ‘‘October 5, 1994,’’.

(8) Section 1407(f)(2) is amended by striking
‘‘the date of the enactment of this subsection—
’’ and inserting ‘‘October 30, 2000—’’.

(9) Section 1408(d)(6) is amended by striking
‘‘the date of the enactment of this paragraph’’
and inserting ‘‘August 22, 1996,’’.

(10) Section 1511(b) is amended by striking
‘‘the date of the enactment of this chapter.’’
and inserting ‘‘February 10, 1996.’’.

(11) Section 2461a(b)(1) is amended by striking
‘‘the date of the enactment of this section,’’ and
inserting ‘‘October 30, 2000,’’.

(12) Section 4021(c)(1) is amended by striking
‘‘the date of the enactment of this section.’’ and
inserting ‘‘November 29, 1989.’’.

(13) Section 6328(a) is amended by striking
‘‘the date of the enactment of this section’’ and
inserting ‘‘February 10, 1996,’’.

(14) Section 7439 is amended—
(A) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘one year

after the date of the enactment of this section,’’
and inserting ‘‘November 18, 1998,’’;

(B) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘the date
of the enactment of this section,’’ and inserting
‘‘November 18, 1997,’’;

(C) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘the end
of the one-year period beginning on the date of
the enactment of this section.’’ and inserting
‘‘November 18, 1998.’’; and

(D) in subsection (f)(2), by striking ‘‘the date
of the enactment of this section’’ and inserting
‘‘November 18, 1997,’’.

(15) Section 12533 is amended—
(A) in each of subsections (b) and (c)(1), by

striking ‘‘the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion.’’ and inserting ‘‘November 18, 1997.’’; and

(B) in each of subsections (c)(2) and (d), by
striking ‘‘the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion’’ and inserting ‘‘November 18, 1997,’’.

(16) Section 12733(3) is amended—
(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘the date

of the enactment of the Floyd D. Spence Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001;’’ and inserting ‘‘October 30, 2000;’’;
and

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘the date
of the enactment of the Floyd D. Spence Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001’’ and inserting ‘‘October 30, 2000,’’.

(d) AMENDMENTS RELATING TO CHANGE IN
TITLE OF MCKINNEY-VENTO HOMELESS ASSIST-
ANCE ACT.—The following provisions are each
amended by striking ‘‘Stewart B. McKinney
Homeless Assistance Act’’ and inserting
‘‘McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act’’:
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(1) Sections 2814(j)(2), 2854a(d)(2), and

2878(d)(4) of title 10, United States Code.
(2) Sections 2905(b)(6)(A) and 2910(11) of the

Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of
1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101–
510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note).

(3) Section 204(b)(6)(A) of the Defense Author-
ization Amendments and Base Closure and Re-
alignment Act (Public Law 100–526; 10 U.S.C.
2687 note).

(4) Section 2915(c)(10) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (10
U.S.C. 2687 note).

(5) Section 2(e)(4)(A) of the Base Closure Com-
munity Redevelopment and Homeless Assistance
Act of 1994 (Public Law 103–421; 10 U.S.C. 2687
note).

(6) Section 1053(a) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (110 Stat.
2650).

(e) AMENDMENTS TO REPEAL OBSOLETE PROVI-
SIONS.—Title 10, United States Code, is further
amended as follows:

(1) Section 1144 is amended—
(A) in subsection (a)(3), by striking the second

sentence; and
(B) by striking subsection (e).
(2) Section 1581(b) is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘(1)’’ and all that follows

through ‘‘The Secretary of Defense shall de-
posit’’ and inserting ‘‘The Secretary of Defense
shall deposit’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘on or after December 5,
1991,’’.

(3) Subsection (e) of section 1722 is repealed.
(4) Subsection 1732(a) is amended by striking

the second sentence.
(5) Section 1734 is amended—
(A) in subsection (b)(1)(B), by striking ‘‘on

and after October 1, 1991,’’; and
(B) in subsection (e)(2), by striking the last

sentence.
(6)(A) Section 1736 is repealed.
(B) The table of sections at the beginning of

subchapter III of chapter 87 is amended by
striking the item relating to section 1736.

(7)(A) Sections 1762 and 1764 are repealed.
(B) The table of sections at the beginning of

subchapter V of chapter 87 is amended by strik-
ing the items relating to sections 1762 and 1764.

(8) Section 2112(a) is amended by striking ‘‘,
with the first class graduating not later than
September 21, 1982’’.

(9) Section 2218(d)(1) is amended by striking
‘‘for fiscal years after fiscal year 1993’’.

(10)(A) Section 2468 is repealed.
(B) The table of sections at the beginning of

chapter 146 is amended by striking the item re-
lating to section 2468.

(11) Section 2832 is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘(a)’’ before ‘‘The Secretary of

Defense’’; and
(B) by striking subsection (b).
(12) Section 7430(b)(2) is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘at a price less than’’ and all

that follows through ‘‘the current sales price’’
and inserting ‘‘at a price less than the current
sales price’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘; or’’ and inserting a period;
and

(C) by striking subparagraph (B).
(f) PUBLIC LAW 106–398.—Effective as of Octo-

ber 30, 2000, and as if included therein as en-
acted, the Floyd D. Spence National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as en-
acted into law by Public Law 106–398) is amend-
ed as follows:

(1) Section 525(b)(1) (114 Stat. 1654A–109) is
amended by striking ‘‘subsection (c)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsections (a) and (b)’’.

(2) Section 1152(c)(2) (114 Stat. 1654A–323) is
amended by inserting ‘‘inserting’’ after ‘‘and’’.

(g) PUBLIC LAW 106–65.—Effective as of Octo-
ber 5, 1999, and as if included therein as en-
acted, the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law 106–65) is
amended as follows:

(1) Section 531(b)(2)(A) (113 Stat. 602) is
amended by inserting ‘‘in subsection (a),’’ after
‘‘(A)’’.

(2) Section 549(a)(2) (113 Stat. 611) is amended
by striking ‘‘such chapter’’ and inserting
‘‘chapter 49 of title 10, United States Code,’’.

(3) Section 576(a)(3) (10 U.S.C. 1501 note; 113
Stat. 625) is amended by adding a period at the
end.

(4) Section 577(a)(2) (113 Stat. 625) is amended
by striking ‘‘bad conduct’’ in the first quoted
matter and inserting ‘‘bad-conduct’’.

(5) Section 811(d)(3)(B)(v) (10 U.S.C. 2302 note;
113 Stat. 709) is amended by striking ‘‘Mentor-
Protegee’’ and inserting ‘‘Mentor-Protege’’.

(6) Section 1052(b)(1) (113 Stat. 764) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘ ‘The Department’’ and inserting
‘‘the ‘Department’’.

(7) Section 1053(a)(5) (10 U.S.C. 113 note; 113
Stat. 764) is amended by inserting ‘‘and’’ before
‘‘Marines’’.

(8) Section 1402(f)(2)(A) (22 U.S.C. 2778 note;
113 Stat. 799) is amended by striking ‘‘3201 note’’
and inserting ‘‘6305(4)’’.

(9) Section 2902(d) (10 U.S.C. 111 note; 113
Stat. 882) is amended by striking ‘‘section
2871(b)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 2881(b)’’.

(h) PUBLIC LAW 102–484.—The National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993
(Public Law 102–484) is amended as follows:

(1) Section 3161(c)(6)(C) (42 U.S.C.
7274h(c)(6)(C)) is amended by striking ‘‘title IX
of the Public Works and Economic Development
Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3241 et seq.)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘title II of the Public Works and Economic
Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3141 et
seq.)’’.

(2) Section 4416(b)(1) (10 U.S.C. 12681 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘force reduction period’’
and inserting ‘‘force reduction transition pe-
riod’’.

(3) Section 4461(5) (10 U.S.C. 1143 note) is
amended by adding a period at the end.

(i) OTHER LAWS.—
(1) Section 1083(c) of the National Defense Au-

thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Public Law
105–85; 10 U.S.C. 113 note) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘NAMES’’ and inserting ‘‘NAME’’.

(2) Section 845(d)(1)(B)(ii) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994
(Public Law 103–160; 10 U.S.C. 2371 note) is
amended by inserting a closed parenthesis after
‘‘41 U.S.C. 414(3))’’.

(3) Section 1123(b) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991
(Public Law 101–189; 103 Stat. 1556) is amended
by striking ‘‘Armed Forces Staff College’’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Joint Forces
Staff College’’.

(4) Section 1412(g)(2)(C)(vii) of the Depart-
ment of Defense Authorization Act, 1986 (50
U.S.C. 1521(g)(2)(C)(vii)) is amended by striking
‘‘(c)(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘(c)(4)’’.

(5) Section 8336 of title 5, United States Code,
is amended—

(A) in subsection (d)(2), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (o)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (p)’’; and

(B) by redesignating the second subsection (o),
added by section 1152(a)(2) of the Floyd D.
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted by Public Law 106–
398; 114 Stat. 1654A–320), as subsection (p).

(6) Section 9001(3) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end
of subparagraph (A) and inserting ‘‘or’’.

(7) Section 318(h)(3) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘subsection (a)’’
and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)’’.

(8) Section 3695(a)(5) of title 38, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘1610’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘1611’’.

(9) Section 13(b) of the Peace Corps Act (22
U.S.C. 2512(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘, subject
to section 5532 of title 5, United States Code’’.

(10) Section 127(g)(6) of the Trade Deficit Re-
view Commission Act (19 U.S.C. 2213 note), as
amended by section 311(b) of the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 2000 (Public Law
106–57; 113 Stat. 428), is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘AUTHORITIES.—’’ and all that
follows through ‘‘An individual’’ and inserting
‘‘AUTHORITIES.—An individual’’; and

(B) by striking subparagraph (B).
(11) Section 28 of the Atomic Energy Act of

1954 (42 U.S.C. 2038) is amended in the last sen-
tence by striking ’’, subject to’’ and all that fol-
lows through the period at the end and insert-
ing a period.

(12) Section 3212 of the National Nuclear Se-
curity Administration Act (50 U.S.C. 2402) is
amended by redesignating the second subsection
(e), added by section 3159(a) of the Floyd D.
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted by Public Law 106–
398; 114 Stat. 1654A–469), as subsection (f).

TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL

SEC. 1101. UNDERGRADUATE TRAINING PROGRAM
FOR EMPLOYEES OF THE NATIONAL
IMAGERY AND MAPPING AGENCY.

(a) AUTHORITY TO CARRY OUT TRAINING PRO-
GRAM.—Subchapter III of chapter 22 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

‘‘§ 462. Undergraduate training program
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY TO CARRY OUT PROGRAM.—

The Secretary of Defense may authorize the Di-
rector of the National Imagery and Mapping
Agency to establish an undergraduate training
program under which civilian employees of the
National Imagery and Mapping Agency may be
assigned as students at accredited professional,
technical, and other institutions of higher
learning for training at the undergraduate level
in skills critical to effective performance of the
mission of the National Imagery and Mapping
Agency. Such training may lead to the award of
a baccalaureate degree.

‘‘(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the program
authorized by subsection (a) is to facilitate the
recruitment of individuals, particularly minority
high school students, with a demonstrated capa-
bility to develop skills critical to the mission of
the National Imagery and Mapping Agency, in-
cluding skills in mathematics, computer science,
engineering, and foreign languages.

‘‘(c) REQUIREMENTS.—(1) To be eligible for as-
signment under subsection (a), an employee of
the National Imagery and Mapping Agency
must agree in writing—

‘‘(A) to continue in the service of the National
Imagery and Mapping Agency for the period of
the assignment and to complete the educational
course of training for which the employee is as-
signed;

‘‘(B) to continue in the service of the National
Imagery and Mapping Agency following comple-
tion of the assignment for a period of one-and-
a-half years for each year of the assignment or
part thereof;

‘‘(C) to reimburse the United States for the
total cost of education (excluding the employee’s
pay and allowances) provided under this section
to the employee if, before the employee’s com-
pleting the educational course of training for
which the employee is assigned, the assignment
or the employee’s employment with the National
Imagery and Mapping Agency is terminated ei-
ther by the National Imagery and Mapping
Agency due to misconduct by the employee or by
the employee voluntarily; and

‘‘(D) to reimburse the United States if, after
completing the educational course of training
for which the employee is assigned, the employ-
ee’s employment with the National Imagery and
Mapping Agency is terminated either by the Na-
tional Imagery and Mapping Agency due to mis-
conduct by the employee or by the employee vol-
untarily, before the employee’s completion of the
service obligation period described in subpara-
graph (B), in an amount that bears the same
ratio to the total cost of the education (exclud-
ing the employee’s pay and allowances) pro-
vided to the employee as the unserved portion of
the service obligation period described in sub-
paragraph (B) bears to the total period of the
service obligation described in subparagraph
(B).
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‘‘(2) Subject to paragraph (3), the obligation

to reimburse the United States under an agree-
ment described in paragraph (1), including in-
terest due on such obligation, is for all purposes
a debt owing the United States.

‘‘(3)(A) A discharge in bankruptcy under title
11, United States Code, shall not release a per-
son from an obligation to reimburse the United
States required under an agreement described in
paragraph (1) if the final decree of the dis-
charge in bankruptcy is issued within five years
after the last day of the combined period of serv-
ice obligation described in subparagraphs (A)
and (B) of paragraph (1).

‘‘(B) The Secretary of Defense may release a
person, in whole or in part, from the obligation
to reimburse the United States under an agree-
ment described in paragraph (1) when, in his
discretion, the Secretary determines that equity
or the interests of the United States so require.

‘‘(C) The Secretary of Defense shall permit an
employee assigned under this section who, be-
fore commencing a second academic year of such
assignment, voluntarily terminates the assign-
ment or the employee’s employment with the Na-
tional Imagery and Mapping Agency, to satisfy
his obligation under an agreement described in
paragraph (1) by reimbursing the United States
according to a schedule of monthly payments
which results in completion of reimbursement by
a date five years after the date of termination of
the assignment or employment or earlier at the
option of the employee.

‘‘(d) DISCLOSURE REQUIRED.—(1) When an em-
ployee is assigned under this section to an insti-
tution, the Secretary shall disclose to the insti-
tution to which the employee is assigned that
the National Imagery and Mapping Agency em-
ploys the employee and that the National Im-
agery and Mapping Agency funds the employ-
ee’s education.

‘‘(2) Efforts by the Secretary to recruit indi-
viduals at educational institutions for participa-
tion in the undergraduate training program es-
tablished by this section shall be made openly
and according to the common practices of uni-
versities and employers recruiting at such insti-
tutions.

‘‘(e) APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS REQUIRED.—
The Secretary may pay, directly or by reim-
bursement to employees, expenses incident to as-
signments under subsection (a), in any fiscal
year only to the extent that appropriated funds
are available for such purpose.

‘‘(f) INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN LAWS.—
Chapter 41 of title 5 and subsections (a) and (b)
of section 3324 of title 31 shall not apply with re-
spect to this section.

‘‘(g) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense
may prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary to implement this section.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such subchapter is
amended by adding at the end the following
new item:
‘‘462. Undergraduate training program.’’.
SEC. 1102. PILOT PROGRAM FOR PAYMENT OF RE-

TRAINING EXPENSES.
(a) AUTHORITY TO CARRY OUT PILOT PRO-

GRAM.—(1) The Secretary of Defense may estab-
lish a pilot program to facilitate the reemploy-
ment of eligible employees of the Department of
Defense who are involuntarily separated due to
a reduction in force, relocation as a result of a
transfer of function, realignment, or change of
duty station. Under the pilot program, the Sec-
retary may pay retraining incentives to encour-
age non-Federal employers to hire and retain
such eligible employees.

(2) Under the pilot program, the Secretary
may enter into an agreement with a non-Fed-
eral employer under which the employer
agrees—

(A) to employ an eligible employee for at least
12 months at a salary that is mutually agreeable
to the employer and the eligible employee; and

(B) to certify to the Secretary the amount of
costs incurred by the employer for any nec-

essary training (as defined by the Secretary)
provided to such eligible employee in connection
with the employment.

(3) The Secretary may pay a retraining incen-
tive to the non-Federal employer upon the em-
ployee’s completion of 12 months of continuous
employment with that employer. The Secretary
shall determine the amount of the incentive, ex-
cept that in no event may such amount exceed
the amount certified with respect to such eligible
employee under paragraph (2)(A), or $10,000,
whichever is greater.

(4) In a case in which an eligible employee
does not remain employed by the non-Federal
employer for at least 12 months, the Secretary
may pay to the employer a prorated amount of
what would have been the full retraining incen-
tive if the eligible employee had remained em-
ployed for such 12-month period.

(b) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYEES.—For purposes of
this section, an eligible employee is an employee
of the Department of Defense, serving under an
appointment without time limitation, who has
been employed by the Department for a contin-
uous period of at least 12 months and who has
been given notice of separation pursuant to a
reduction in force, relocation as a result of a
transfer of function, realignment, or change of
duty station, except that such term does not
include—

(1) a reemployed annuitant under the retire-
ment systems described in subchapter III of
chapter 83 of title 5, United States Code, or
chapter 84 of such title, or another retirement
system for employees of the Federal Govern-
ment;

(2) an employee who, upon separation from
Federal service, is eligible for an immediate an-
nuity under subchapter III of chapter 83 of such
title, or subchapter II of chapter 84 of such title;
or

(3) an employee who is eligible for disability
retirement under any of the retirement systems
referred to in paragraph (1).

(c) DURATION.—No incentive may be paid
under the pilot program for training commenced
after September 30, 2005.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) The term ‘‘non-Federal employer’’ means

an employer that is not an Executive agency, as
defined in section 105 of title 5, United States
Code, or an entity in the legislative or judicial
branch of the Federal Government.

(2) The term ‘‘reduction in force’’ has the
meaning of that term as used in chapter 35 of
such title 5.

(3) The term ‘‘realignment’’ has the meaning
given that term in section 2910 of the Defense
Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (title
XXIX of Public Law 101–510; 10 U.S.C. 2687
note).
SEC. 1103. PAYMENT OF EXPENSES TO OBTAIN

PROFESSIONAL CREDENTIALS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 57 of title 5, United

States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new section:

‘‘§ 5757. Payment of expenses to obtain profes-
sional credentials
‘‘(a) An agency may use appropriated funds

or funds otherwise available to the agency to
pay for—

‘‘(1) expenses for employees to obtain profes-
sional credentials, including expenses for profes-
sional accreditation, State-imposed and profes-
sional licenses, and professional certification;
and

‘‘(2) examinations to obtain such credentials.
‘‘(b) The authority under subsection (a) may

not be exercised on behalf of any employee occu-
pying or seeking to qualify for appointment to
any position that is excepted from the competi-
tive service because of the confidential, policy-
determining, policy-making, or policy-advo-
cating character of the position.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

‘‘5757. Payment of expenses to obtain profes-
sional credentials.’’.

SEC. 1104. RETIREMENT PORTABILITY ELECTIONS
FOR CERTAIN DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE AND COAST GUARD EMPLOY-
EES.

(a) CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT SYSTEM.—Sec-
tion 8347(q) of title 5, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘has 5 or
more years of civilian service creditable under’’
and inserting ‘‘is employed subject to’’; and

(2) in paragraph (2)(B)—
(A) by striking ‘‘vested’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘, as the term ‘vested partici-

pant’ is defined by such system’’.
(b) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES’ RETIREMENT SYS-

TEM.—Section 8461(n) of such title is amended—
(1) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘has 5 or

more years of civilian service creditable under’’
and inserting ‘‘is employed subject to’’; and

(2) in paragraph (2)(B)—
(A) by striking ‘‘vested’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘, as the term ‘vested partici-

pant’ is defined by such system’’.
SEC. 1105. REMOVAL OF REQUIREMENT THAT

GRANTING CIVIL SERVICE COMPEN-
SATORY TIME BE BASED ON AMOUNT
OF IRREGULAR OR OCCASIONAL
OVERTIME WORK.

Section 5543 of title 5, United States Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘irregular or occasional’’
in each place such words appear.
SEC. 1106. APPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN LAWS TO

CERTAIN INDIVIDUALS ASSIGNED TO
WORK IN THE FEDERAL GOVERN-
MENT.

Section 3374(c)(2) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘the Ethics in
Government Act of 1978, section 1043 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986, section 27 of the
Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act,’’ after
‘‘chapter 73 of this title,’’.
SEC. 1107. LIMITATION ON PREMIUM PAY.

Section 5547 of title 5, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and in-
serting the following new subsections:

‘‘(a) An employee may be paid premium pay
under sections 5542, 5545 (a), (b), and (c), 5545a,
and 5546 (a) and (b) of this title only to the ex-
tent that the aggregate of such employee’s basic
pay and premium pay under those provisions
would, in any calendar year, exceed the max-
imum rate payable for GS–15 in effect at the end
of such calendar year.

‘‘(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply to any em-
ployee of the Federal Aviation Administration
or the Department of Defense who is paid pre-
mium pay under section 5546a of this title.’’;
and

(2) in subsection (c)—
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Subsections

(a) and (b)’’ and inserting ‘‘Subsection (a)’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘pay period’’
and inserting ‘‘calendar year’’.
SEC. 1108. USE OF COMMON OCCUPATIONAL AND

HEALTH STANDARDS AS A BASIS FOR
DIFFERENTIAL PAYMENTS MADE AS
A CONSEQUENCE OF EXPOSURE TO
ASBESTOS.

(a) PREVAILING RATE SYSTEMS.—Section
5343(c)(4) of title 5, United States Code, is
amended by inserting before the semicolon the
following: ‘‘(and for any hardship or hazard re-
lated to asbestos, such differentials shall be de-
termined by applying occupational safety and
health standards consistent with the permissible
exposure limit promulgated by the Secretary of
Labor under the Occupational Safety and
Health Act of 1970)’’.

(b) GENERAL SCHEDULE PAY RATES.—The first
sentence of section 5545(d) of such title is
amended by inserting before the period the fol-
lowing: ‘‘(and for any hardship or hazard re-
lated to asbestos, such differentials shall be de-
termined by applying occupational safety and
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health standards consistent with the permissible
exposure limit promulgated by the Secretary of
Labor under the Occupational Safety and
Health Act of 1970)’’.

(c) APPLICABILITY.—Any administrative or ju-
dicial determination made after the date of en-
actment of this Act concerning differential back
payments related to asbestos under section
5343(c)(4) or 5545(d) of such title shall be based
on the occupational safety and health stand-
ards described in such section, respectively.
SEC. 1109. AUTHORITY FOR DESIGNATED CIVIL-

IAN EMPLOYEES ABROAD TO ACT AS
A NOTARY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (4) of section
1044a(b) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘and, when outside the
United States, all civilian employees of the De-
partment of Defense,’’ after ‘‘duty status,’’; and

(2) by inserting ‘‘or the Department of De-
fense’’ before ‘‘or by statute’’.

(b) CLARIFICATION OF STATUS OF CIVILIAN AT-
TORNEYS ACTING AS A NOTARY.—Paragraph (2)
of such section is amended by striking ‘‘legal as-
sistance officers’’ and inserting ‘‘legal assist-
ance attorneys’’.
SEC. 1110. ‘‘MONRONEY AMENDMENT’’ RESTORED

TO ITS PRIOR FORM.

Paragraph (2) of section 5343(d) of title 5,
United States Code, is amended to read as such
paragraph last read before the enactment of sec-
tion 1242 of the Department of Defense Author-
ization Act, 1986 (Public Law 99–145; 99 Stat.
735).

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO
FOREIGN NATIONS

SEC. 1201. CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO
FURNISH NUCLEAR TEST MONI-
TORING EQUIPMENT TO FOREIGN
GOVERNMENTS.

Section 2565 of title 10, United States Code, as
redesignated by section 1047(a)(25), is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking ‘‘CONVEY OR’’ in the subsection

heading and inserting ‘‘TRANSFER TITLE TO OR
OTHERWISE’’;

(B) in paragraph (1)—
(i) by striking ‘‘convey’’ and inserting ‘‘trans-

fer title’’; and
(ii) by striking ‘‘and’’ after ‘‘equipment;’’;
(C) by striking the period at the end of para-

graph (2) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and
(D) by adding at the end the following new

paragraph:
‘‘(3) inspect, test, maintain, repair, or replace

any such equipment.’’; and
(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) by striking ‘‘conveyed or otherwise pro-

vided’’ and inserting ‘‘provided to a foreign gov-
ernment’’;

(B) by inserting ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (1);

(C) by striking ‘‘; and’’ at the end of para-
graph (2) and inserting a period; and

(D) by striking paragraph (3).
SEC. 1202. ACQUISITION OF LOGISTICAL SUP-

PORT FOR SECURITY FORCES.

Section 5 of the Multinational Force and Ob-
servers Participation Resolution (22 U.S.C. 3424)
is amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘‘(d)(1) The United States may use contractors
to provide logistical support to the Multi-
national Force and Observers under this section
in lieu of providing such support through a
logistical support unit comprised of members of
the United States Armed Forces.

‘‘(2) Notwithstanding subsections (a) and (b)
and section 7(b), support by a contractor under
this subsection may be provided without reim-
bursement, whenever the President determines
that such action enhances or supports the na-
tional security interests of the United States.’’.

SEC. 1203. REPORT ON THE SALE AND TRANSFER
OF MILITARY HARDWARE, EXPER-
TISE, AND TECHNOLOGY FROM
STATES OF THE FORMER SOVIET
UNION TO THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC
OF CHINA.

Section 1202 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law
106–65; 113 Stat. 781; 10 U.S.C. 113 note) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘‘(d) REPORT ON SALES AND TRANSFERS FROM
STATES OF THE FORMER SOVIET UNION TO
CHINA.—(1) The report to be submitted under
this section not later than March 1, 2002, shall
include in a separate section a report describing
the sales and transfer of military hardware, ex-
pertise, and technology from states of the former
Soviet Union to the People’s Republic of China.
The report shall set forth the history of such
sales and transfers since 1990, forecast possible
future sales and transfers, and address the im-
plications of those sales and transfers for the se-
curity of the United States and its friends and
allies in Asia.

‘‘(2) The report shall include analysis and
forecasts of the following matters related to mili-
tary cooperation between states of the former
Soviet Union and the People’s Republic of
China:

‘‘(A) The policy of each of those states with
respect to arms sales to, and military coopera-
tion with, the People’s Republic of China.

‘‘(B) Any laws or regulations of those states
that could prohibit or limit such sales or co-
operation.

‘‘(C) The extent in each of those states of gov-
ernment knowledge, cooperation, or condoning
of sales or transfers of military hardware, exper-
tise, or technology to the People’s Republic of
China.

‘‘(D) An itemization of sales or transfers of
military hardware, expertise, or technology from
any of those states to the People’s Republic of
China that have taken place since 1990, with a
particular focus on command, control, commu-
nications, and intelligence systems.

‘‘(E) A description of any sale or transfer of
military hardware, expertise, or technology from
any of those states to the People’s Republic of
China that is currently under negotiation or
contemplation through the end of 2005.

‘‘(F) Identification of Chinese defense indus-
tries in which technicians from states of the
former Soviet Union are working and of defense
industries of those states in which Chinese tech-
nicians are working and a description in each
case of the extent and the nature of the work
performed by such technicians.

‘‘(G) The extent of assistance by any of those
states to key research and development pro-
grams of China, including programs for develop-
ment of weapons of mass destruction and deliv-
ery vehicles for such weapons, programs for de-
velopment of advanced conventional weapons,
and programs for development of unconven-
tional weapons.

‘‘(H) The extent of assistance by any of those
states to information warfare or electronic war-
fare programs of China.

‘‘(I) The extent of assistance by any of those
states to manned and unmanned space oper-
ations of China.

‘‘(J) The extent to which arms sales by any of
those states to the People’s Republic of China
are a source of funds for military research and
development or procurement programs in the
selling state.

‘‘(3) The report under paragraph (1) shall in-
clude, with respect to each area of analysis and
forecasts specified in paragraph (2)—

‘‘(A) an assessment of the military effects of
such sales or transfers to entities in the People’s
Republic of China;

‘‘(B) an assessment of the ability of the Peo-
ple’s Liberation Army to assimilate such sales or
transfers, mass produce new equipment, or de-
velop doctrine for use; and

‘‘(C) the potential threat of developments re-
lated to such effects on the security interests of
the United States and its friends and allies in
Asia.’’.

SEC. 1204. LIMITATION ON FUNDING FOR JOINT
DATA EXCHANGE CENTER.

(a) LIMITATION.—Funds made available to the
Department of Defense for fiscal year 2002 may
not be obligated or expended for any activity as-
sociated with the Joint Data Exchange Center
in Moscow, Russia, until—

(1) the United States and the Russian Federa-
tion enter into a cost-sharing agreement as de-
scribed in subsection (d) of section 1231 of the
Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2001, as enacted into
law by Public Law 106-398 (114 Stat. 1654A–329);

(2) the United States and the Russian Federa-
tion enter into an agreement or agreements ex-
empting the United States and any United
States person from Russian taxes, and from li-
ability under Russian laws, with respect to ac-
tivities associated with the Joint Data Exchange
Center;

(3) the Secretary of Defense submits to the
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and
the Committee on Armed Services of the House
of Representatives a copy of each agreement re-
ferred to in paragraphs (1) and (2); and

(4) a period of 30 days has expired after the
date of the final submission under paragraph
(3).

(b) JOINT DATA EXCHANGE CENTER.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘‘Joint Data Ex-
change Center’’ means the United States-Rus-
sian Federation joint center for the exchange of
data to provide early warning of launches of
ballistic missiles and for notification of such
launches that is provided for in a joint United
States-Russian Federation memorandum of
agreement signed in Moscow in June 2000.

SEC. 1205. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO PRO-
VIDE ASSISTANCE UNDER WEAPONS
OF MASS DESTRUCTION ACT FOR
SUPPORT OF UNITED NATIONS-
SPONSORED EFFORTS TO INSPECT
AND MONITOR IRAQI WEAPONS AC-
TIVITIES.

(a) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE IN
FISCAL YEAR 2002.—The total amount of the as-
sistance for fiscal year 2002 that is provided by
the Secretary of Defense under section 1505 of
the Weapons of Mass Destruction Control Act of
1992 (22 U.S.C. 5859a) as activities of the De-
partment of Defense in support of activities
under that Act may not exceed $15,000,000. Such
assistance may be provided for fiscal year 2002
only to support activities of an organization es-
tablished for the purpose of (or otherwise given
the mission of providing) a comprehensive ac-
counting for all items, facilities, and capabilities
in Iraq related to weapons of mass destruction.

(b) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE AS-
SISTANCE.—Subsection (f) of section 1505 of the
Weapons of Mass Destruction Control Act of
1992 (22 U.S.C. 5859a) is amended by striking
‘‘2001’’ and inserting ‘‘2002’’.

(c) CHANGE OF QUARTERLY REPORT REQUIRE-
MENT TO ANNUAL REPORT.—(1) Subsection (e)(1)
of such section is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘quarter of a’’ in the first sen-
tence; and

(B) by striking ‘‘(for the preceding quarter
and cumulatively)’’ and inserting ‘‘for the pre-
ceding fiscal year’’.

(2) The amendments made by subsection (a)
shall take effect on November 1, 2001, or the date
of the enactment of this Act, whichever is later.

SEC. 1206. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR RE-
PORTING TO CONGRESS ON MILI-
TARY DEPLOYMENTS TO HAITI.

Section 1232(b) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law
106–65; 113 Stat. 788) is repealed.
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SEC. 1207. REPORT BY COMPTROLLER GENERAL

ON PROVISION OF DEFENSE ARTI-
CLES, SERVICES, AND MILITARY
EDUCATION AND TRAINING TO FOR-
EIGN COUNTRIES AND INTER-
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS.

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General shall
conduct a study of the following:

(1) The benefits derived by each foreign coun-
try or international organization from the re-
ceipt of defense articles, defense services, or
military education and training provided after
December 31, 1989, pursuant to the drawdown of
such articles, services, or education and train-
ing from the stocks of the Department of De-
fense under section 506, 516, or 552 of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2318,
2321j, or 2348a) or any other provision of law.

(2) Any benefits derived by the United States
from the provision of defense articles, defense
services, and military education and training
described in paragraph (1).

(3) The affect on the readiness of the Armed
Forces as a result of the provision by the United
States of defense articles, defense services, and
military education and training described in
paragraph (1).

(4) The cost to the Department of Defense
with respect to the provision of defense articles,
defense services, and military education and
training described in paragraph (1).

(b) REPORTS.—(1) Not later than April 15,
2002, the Comptroller General shall submit to
Congress an interim report containing the re-
sults to that date of the study conducted under
subsection (a).

(2) Not later than August 1, 2002, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to Congress a final
report containing the results of the study con-
ducted under subsection (a).
SEC. 1208. LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF MILITARY

PERSONNEL IN COLOMBIA.
(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds available

to the Department of Defense may be used to
support or maintain more than 500 members of
the Armed Forces on duty in the Republic of Co-
lombia at any time.

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—There shall be excluded
from counting for the purposes of the limitation
in subsection (a) the following:

(1) A member of the Armed Forces in the Re-
public of Colombia for the purpose of rescuing
or retrieving United States military or civilian
Government personnel, except that the period
for which such a member may be so excluded
may not exceed 30 days unless expressly author-
ized by law.

(2) A member of the Armed Forces assigned to
the United States Embassy in Colombia as an
attaché, as a member of the security assistance
office, or as a member of the Marine Corps secu-
rity contingent.

(3) A member of the Armed Forces in Colombia
to participate in relief efforts in responding to a
natural disaster.

(4) Nonoperational transient military per-
sonnel.
TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT RE-

DUCTION WITH STATES OF THE FORMER
SOVIET UNION

SEC. 1301. SPECIFICATION OF COOPERATIVE
THREAT REDUCTION PROGRAMS
AND FUNDS.

(a) SPECIFICATION OF CTR PROGRAMS.—For
purposes of section 301 and other provisions of
this Act, Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
grams are the programs specified in section
1501(b) of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 104–201;
110 Stat. 2731; 50 U.S.C. 2362 note).

(b) FISCAL YEAR 2002 COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION FUNDS DEFINED.—As used in this
title, the term ‘‘fiscal year 2002 Cooperative
Threat Reduction funds’’ means the funds ap-
propriated pursuant to the authorization of ap-
propriations in section 301 for Cooperative
Threat Reduction programs.

(c) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funds appro-
priated pursuant to the authorization of appro-

priations in section 301 for Cooperative Threat
Reduction programs shall be available for obli-
gation for three fiscal years.
SEC. 1302. FUNDING ALLOCATIONS.

(a) FUNDING FOR SPECIFIC PURPOSES.—Of the
$403,000,000 authorized to be appropriated to the
Department of Defense for fiscal year 2002 in
section 301(23) for Cooperative Threat Reduction
programs, not more than the following amounts
may be obligated for the purposes specified:

(1) For strategic offensive arms elimination in
Russia, $133,400,000.

(2) For strategic nuclear arms elimination in
Ukraine, $51,500,000.

(3) For nuclear weapons transportation secu-
rity in Russia, $9,500,000.

(4) For nuclear weapons storage security in
Russia, $56,000,000.

(5) For biological weapons proliferation pre-
vention activities in the former Soviet Union,
$17,000,000.

(6) For activities designated as Other Assess-
ments/Administrative Support, $13,200,000.

(7) For defense and military contacts,
$18,700,000.

(8) For activities related to the construction of
a chemical weapons destruction facility in Rus-
sia, $35,000,000.

(9) For elimination of chemical weapons pro-
duction facilities in Russia, $15,000,000.

(10) For weapons of mass destruction infra-
structure elimination activities in Kazakhstan,
$6,000,000.

(11) For weapons of mass destruction infra-
structure elimination activities in Ukraine,
$6,000,000.

(12) For activities to assist Russia in the elimi-
nation of plutonium production reactors,
$41,700,000.

(b) REPORT ON OBLIGATION OR EXPENDITURE
OF FUNDS FOR OTHER PURPOSES.—No fiscal year
2002 Cooperative Threat Reduction funds may
be obligated or expended for a purpose other
than a purpose listed in paragraphs (1) through
(12) of subsection (a) until 30 days after the date
that the Secretary of Defense submits to Con-
gress a report on the purpose for which the
funds will be obligated or expended and the
amount of funds to be obligated or expended.
Nothing in the preceding sentence shall be con-
strued as authorizing the obligation or expendi-
ture of fiscal year 2002 Cooperative Threat Re-
duction funds for a purpose for which the obli-
gation or expenditure of such funds is specifi-
cally prohibited under this title or any other
provision of law.

(c) LIMITED AUTHORITY TO VARY INDIVIDUAL
AMOUNTS.—(1) Subject to paragraphs (2) and
(3), in any case in which the Secretary of De-
fense determines that it is necessary to do so in
the national interest, the Secretary may obligate
amounts appropriated for fiscal year 2002 for a
purpose listed in any of the paragraphs in sub-
section (a) in excess of the amount specifically
authorized for such purpose.

(2) An obligation of funds for a purpose stated
in any of the paragraphs in subsection (a) in ex-
cess of the specific amount authorized for such
purpose may be made using the authority pro-
vided in paragraph (1) only after—

(A) the Secretary submits to Congress notifica-
tion of the intent to do so together with a com-
plete discussion of the justification for doing so;
and

(B) 15 days have elapsed following the date of
the notification.

(3) The Secretary may not, under the author-
ity provided in paragraph (1), obligate amounts
for the purposes stated in subsection (a)(3) or
any of paragraphs (5) through (12) of subsection
(a) in excess of 115 percent of the amount spe-
cifically authorized for such purposes.
SEC. 1303. PROHIBITION AGAINST USE OF FUNDS

UNTIL SUBMISSION OF REPORTS.
No fiscal year 2002 Cooperative Threat Reduc-

tion funds may be obligated or expended until 30
days after the date of the submission of—

(1) the report required to be submitted in fiscal
year 2001 under section 1308(a) of the Floyd D.
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted in Public Law 106–
398; 114 Stat. 1654A–341); and

(2) the multiyear plan required to be submitted
for fiscal year 2001 under section 1308(h) of such
Act.
SEC. 1304. REPORT ON USE OF REVENUE GEN-

ERATED BY ACTIVITIES CARRIED
OUT UNDER COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION PROGRAMS.

Not later than 60 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to Congress a report describing how
the Secretary plans to monitor the use of rev-
enue generated by activities carried out under
Cooperative Threat Reduction programs in Rus-
sia and Ukraine.
SEC. 1305. PROHIBITION AGAINST USE OF FUNDS

FOR SECOND WING OF FISSILE MA-
TERIAL STORAGE FACILITY.

(a) PROHIBITION.—No funds authorized to be
appropriated for Cooperative Threat Reduction
programs for any fiscal year may be used for the
design, planning, or construction of a second
wing for a storage facility for Russian fissile
material.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1304 of
the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted in
Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–341) is
amended to read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 1304. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR

FISSILE MATERIAL STORAGE FACIL-
ITY.

Out of funds authorized to be appropriated
for Cooperative Threat Reduction programs for
fiscal year 2001 or any other fiscal year, not
more than $412,600,000 may be used for plan-
ning, design, or construction of the first wing
for the storage facility for Russian fissile mate-
rial referred to in section 1302(a)(5).’’.
SEC. 1306. PROHIBITION AGAINST USE OF FUNDS

FOR CONSTRUCTION OR REFURBISH-
MENT OF CERTAIN FOSSIL FUEL EN-
ERGY PLANTS.

Section 1307 of the Floyd D. Spence National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001
(as enacted in Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat.
1654A–341) is amended—

(1) by striking the heading and inserting the
following new heading:
‘‘SEC. 1307. PROHIBITION AGAINST USE OF FUNDS

FOR CONSTRUCTION OR REFURBISH-
MENT OF FOSSIL FUEL ENERGY
PLANTS; REPORT.’’; and

(2) by striking subsection (a) and inserting the
following new subsection:

‘‘(a) PROHIBITION.—No funds appropriated for
Cooperative Threat Reduction programs for any
fiscal year may be used for the construction or
refurbishment of a fossil fuel energy plant in-
tended to provide power to local communities
that receive power from nuclear energy plants
that produce plutonium.’’.
SEC. 1307. REPORTS ON ACTIVITIES AND ASSIST-

ANCE UNDER COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION PROGRAMS.

Section 1308(c)(4) of the Floyd D. Spence Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001 (as enacted in Public Law 106–398; 114
Stat. 1654A–342) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A)—

(A) by striking ‘‘audits’’ and all that follows
through ‘‘conducted’’ and inserting ‘‘means (in-
cluding program management, audits, examina-
tions, and other means) used’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘and that such assistance is
being used for its intended purpose’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘, that such assistance is being used for its
intended purpose, and that such assistance is
being used efficiently and effectively’’;

(2) in subparagraph (C), by inserting ‘‘and an
assessment of whether the assistance being pro-
vided is being used effectively and efficiently’’
before the semicolon; and
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(3) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘audits,

examinations, and other’’.
SEC. 1308. REPORT ON RESPONSIBILITY FOR CAR-

RYING OUT COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION PROGRAMS.

Not later than March 15, 2002, the Secretary
of Defense shall submit to Congress a report
describing—

(1) the rationale for executing Cooperative
Threat Reduction programs under the auspices
of the Department of Defense and the justifica-
tion for maintaining responsibility for any par-
ticular project carried out through Cooperative
Threat Reduction programs with the Depart-
ment of Defense;

(2) options for transferring responsibility for
carrying out Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
grams to an executive agency (or agencies) other
than the Department of Defense, if appropriate;
and

(3) how such a transfer might be carried out.
SEC. 1309. CHEMICAL WEAPONS DESTRUCTION.

Section 1305 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law
106–65; 113 Stat. 794) is amended by inserting be-
fore the period at the end the following: ‘‘until
the Secretary of Defense submits to Congress a
certification that there has been—

‘‘(1) full and accurate disclosure by Russia of
the size of its existing chemical weapons stock-
pile;

‘‘(2) a demonstrated annual commitment by
Russia to allocate at least $25,000,000 to chem-
ical weapons elimination;

‘‘(3) development by Russia of a practical plan
for destroying its stockpile of nerve agents;

‘‘(4) enactment of a law by Russia that pro-
vides for the elimination of all nerve agents at
a single site; and

‘‘(5) an agreement by Russia to destroy its
chemical weapons production facilities at
Volgograd and Novocheboksark’’.

TITLE XIV—DEFENSE SPACE
REORGANIZATION

SEC. 1401. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Defense Space

Reorganization Act of 2001’’.
SEC. 1402. AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH POSITION

OF UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
FOR SPACE, INTELLIGENCE, AND IN-
FORMATION.

(a) AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH POSITION.—The
President may establish in the Department of
Defense the position of Under Secretary of De-
fense for Space, Intelligence, and Information.
If that position is so established, the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Space, Intelligence, and
Information shall perform duties and exercise
powers as set forth in section 137 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (e).

(b) DEADLINE FOR EXERCISE OF AUTHORITY.—
The authority provided in subsection (a) may
not be exercised after December 31, 2003.

(c) NOTICE OF EXERCISE OF AUTHORITY.—(1) If
the authority provided in subsection (a) is exer-
cised, the President shall immediately submit to
Congress notification in writing of the establish-
ment of the position of Under Secretary of De-
fense for Space, Intelligence, and Information,
together with the date as of which the position
is established. If the President declines to exer-
cise the authority provided in subsection (a), the
President shall, before the date specified in sub-
section (b), submit to Congress a report on how
the President has implemented the recommenda-
tions of the report of the Space Commission with
respect to the Department of Defense.

(2) For purposes of paragraph (1), the term
‘‘report of the Space Commission’’ means the re-
port of the Commission To Assess United States
National Security Space Management and Orga-
nization, dated January 11, 2001, and submitted
to Congress under section 1623 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000
(Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 815).

(d) CONTINGENT ENACTMENT OF U.S. CODE
AMENDMENTS.—If the position of Under Sec-

retary of Defense for Space, Intelligence, and
Information is established under the authority
provided in subsection (a), then the amendments
set forth in subsections (e) and (f) shall be exe-
cuted, effective as of the date specified in the
notice submitted under the first sentence of sub-
section (c)(1). Otherwise, those amendments
shall not be executed.

(e) APPOINTMENT, DUTIES, ETC., OF UNDER
SECRETARY.—(1) Subject to subsection (d), chap-
ter 4 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(A) by redesignating section 137 as section
139a and transferring such section (as so redes-
ignated) within such chapter so as to appear
after section 139; and

(B) by inserting after section 136 the following
new section 137:
‘‘137. Under Secretary of Defense for Space,

Intelligence, and Information

‘‘(a) There is an Under Secretary of Defense
for Space, Intelligence, and Information, ap-
pointed from civilian life by the President, by
and with the advice and consent of the Senate.

‘‘(b) Subject to the authority, direction, and
control of the Secretary of Defense, the Under
Secretary of Defense for Space, Intelligence, and
Information shall perform such duties and exer-
cise such powers relating to the space, intel-
ligence, and information programs and activities
of the Department of Defense as the Secretary of
Defense may prescribe.

‘‘(c) The Secretary of Defense shall designate
the Under Secretary of Defense for Space, Intel-
ligence, and Information as the Chief Informa-
tion Officer of the Department of Defense under
section 3506(a)(2)(B) of title 44.

‘‘(d) The Under Secretary of Defense for
Space, Intelligence, and Information takes prec-
edence in the Department of Defense after the
Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel and
Readiness.’’.

(2) Subject to subsection (d), section 131(b) of
that title is amended—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (6) through
(11) as paragraphs (7) through (12), respectively;
and

(B) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (6):

‘‘(6) The Under Secretary of Defense for
Space, Intelligence, and Information.’’.

(3) Subject to subsection (d), the table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 4 of such title
is amended—

(A) by striking the item relating to section 137
and inserting the following new item:
‘‘137. Under Secretary of Defense for Space, In-

telligence, and Information.’’;
and

(B) by inserting after the item relating to sec-
tion 139 the following new item:

‘‘139a. Director of Defense Research and Engi-
neering.’’.

(f) ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF DEFENSE.—Sub-
ject to subsection (d), section 138 of such title is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘nine’’ and
inserting ‘‘eleven’’; and

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting after para-
graph (2) the following new paragraph:

‘‘(3) Not more than three of the Assistant Sec-
retaries may be assigned duties under the au-
thority of the Under Secretary of Defense for
Space, Intelligence, and Information and shall
report to that Under Secretary.’’.

(g) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days before ex-
ercising the authority provided in subsection
(a), the President shall submit to Congress a re-
port on the proposed organization of the office
of the Under Secretary of Defense for Space, In-
telligence, and Information. If such a report has
not been submitted as of April 15, 2002, the
President shall submit to Congress a report, not
later than that date, setting forth the Presi-
dent’s view as of that date of the desirability of
establishing the position of Under Secretary of

Defense for Space, Intelligence, and Information
in the Department of Defense.
SEC. 1403. AUTHORITY TO DESIGNATE UNDER

SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE AS
ACQUISITION EXECUTIVE FOR
SPACE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE.

(a) EXECUTIVE AGENT.—Part IV of subtitle A
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after chapter 134 the following new
chapter:

‘‘CHAPTER 135—SPACE PROGRAMS
‘‘Sec.
‘‘2271. Executive agent.
‘‘§ 2271. Executive agent

‘‘(a) SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE.—The Sec-
retary of the Air Force may be designated as the
executive agent of the Department of Defense—

‘‘(1) for the planning of the acquisition pro-
grams, projects, and activities of the Department
that relate to space; and

‘‘(2) for the execution of those programs,
projects, and activities.

‘‘(b) ACQUISITION EXECUTIVE.—The Secretary
may designate the Under Secretary of the Air
Force as the acquisition executive of the Air
Force for the programs, projects, and activities
referred to in subsection (a).’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The tables of
chapters at the beginning of such subtitle and
the beginning of part IV of such subtitle are
amended by inserting after the item relating to
chapter 134 the following new item:

‘‘135. Space Programs ......................... 2271’’.
SEC. 1404. MAJOR FORCE PROGRAM CATEGORY

FOR SPACE PROGRAMS.
(a) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of Defense

may create a major force program category for
space programs for purposes of the future-years
defense program under section 221 of title 10,
United States Code.

(b) COMMENCEMENT.—If the category under
subsection (a) is created, such category shall be
included in each future-years defense program
submitted to Congress under section 221 of title
10, United States Code, in fiscal years after fis-
cal year 2002.
SEC. 1405. COMPTROLLER GENERAL ASSESSMENT

OF IMPLEMENTATION OF REC-
OMMENDATIONS OF SPACE COMMIS-
SION.

(a) ASSESSMENT.—(1) The Comptroller General
shall carry out an assessment through February
15, 2003, of the actions taken by the Secretary of
Defense in implementing the recommendations
in the report of the Space Commission that are
applicable to the Department of Defense.

(2) For purposes of paragraph (1), the term
‘‘report of the Space Commission’’ means the re-
port of the Commission To Assess United States
National Security Space Management and Orga-
nization, dated January 11, 2001, and submitted
to Congress under section 1623 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000
(Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 815).

(b) REPORTS.—Not later than February 15 of
each of 2002 and 2003, the Comptroller General
shall submit to the Committee on Armed Services
of the Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives a report on
the assessment carried out under subsection (a).
Each report shall set forth the results of the as-
sessment as of the date of such report.
SEC. 1406. COMMANDER OF AIR FORCE SPACE

COMMAND.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 845 of title 10,

United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

‘‘§ 8584. Commander of Air Force Space Com-
mand
‘‘The Secretary of Defense may require that

the officer serving as commander of the Air
Force Space Command not serve simultaneously
as commander of the United States Space Com-
mand (or any successor combatant command
with responsibility for space) or as commander
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of the United States element of the North Amer-
ican Air Defense Command.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

‘‘8584. Commander of Air Force Space Com-
mand.’’.

SEC. 1407. AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH SEPARATE
CAREER FIELD IN THE AIR FORCE
FOR SPACE.

The Secretary of the Air Force, acting
through the Under Secretary of the Air Force,
may establish and implement policies and proce-
dures to develop a cadre of technically com-

petent officers with the capability to develop
space doctrine, concepts of space operations,
and management of space systems for the Air
Force.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS

SEC. 2001. SHORT TITLE; DEFINITION.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This division may be cited

as the ‘‘Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2002’’.

(b) DEFINITION OF FISCAL YEAR 2001 DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT.—In this division, the term
‘‘Spence Act’’ means the Floyd D. Spence Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal

Year 2001, as enacted into law by Public Law
106–398 (114 Stat. 1654).

TITLE XXI—ARMY

SEC. 2101. AUTHORIZED ARMY CONSTRUCTION
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS.

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(1),
the Secretary of the Army may acquire real
property and carry out military construction
projects for the installations and locations in-
side the United States, and in the amounts, set
forth in the following table:

Army: Inside the United States

State Installation or location Amount

Alabama ......................................................................................... Anniston Army Depot ............................................................................................ $5,150,000
Fort Rucker .......................................................................................................... $11,400,000
Redstone Arsenal .................................................................................................. $7,200,000

Alaska ............................................................................................ Fort Richardson .................................................................................................... $97,000,000
Fort Wainwright ................................................................................................... $27,200,000

Arizona ........................................................................................... Fort Huachuca ...................................................................................................... $6,100,000
Yuma Proving Ground ........................................................................................... $3,100,000

California ....................................................................................... Defense Language Institute ................................................................................... $5,900,000
Fort Irwin ............................................................................................................. $23,000,000

Colorado ......................................................................................... Fort Carson .......................................................................................................... $66,000,000
District of Columbia ......................................................................... Fort McNair .......................................................................................................... $11,600,000
Georgia ........................................................................................... Fort Benning ........................................................................................................ $23,900,000

Fort Gillem ............................................................................................................ $43,600,000
Fort Gordon .......................................................................................................... $34,000,000
Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Air Field ....................................................................... $39,800,000

Hawaii ............................................................................................ Navy Public Works Center, Pearl Harbor ................................................................ $11,800,000
Pohakuloa Training Facility .................................................................................. $5,100,000
Wheeler Army Air Field ......................................................................................... $50,000,000

Kansas ............................................................................................ Fort Riley ............................................................................................................. $10,900,000
Kentucky ........................................................................................ Fort Campbell ....................................................................................................... $88,900,000
Louisiana ........................................................................................ Fort Polk .............................................................................................................. $21,200,000
Maryland ........................................................................................ Aberdeen Proving Ground ...................................................................................... $58,300,000

Fort Meade ........................................................................................................... $5,800,000
Fort Leonard Wood ............................................................................................... $12,250,000

New Jersey ...................................................................................... Fort Monmouth ..................................................................................................... $20,000,000
Picatinny Arsenal ................................................................................................. $10,200,000

New Mexico ..................................................................................... White Sands Missile Range .................................................................................... $7,600,000
New York ........................................................................................ Fort Drum ............................................................................................................. $59,350,000
North Carolina ................................................................................ Fort Bragg ............................................................................................................ $21,300,000

Sunny Point Military Ocean Terminal ................................................................... $11,400,000
Oklahoma ....................................................................................... Fort Sill ................................................................................................................ $5,100,000
South Carolina ................................................................................ Fort Jackson ......................................................................................................... $3,650,000
Texas .............................................................................................. Corpus Christi Army Depot .................................................................................... $10,400,000

Fort Sam Houston ................................................................................................. $9,650,000
Fort Bliss .............................................................................................................. $5,000,000
Fort Hood ............................................................................................................. $104,200,000

Virginia .......................................................................................... Fort Belvoir .......................................................................................................... $35,950,000
Fort Eustis ............................................................................................................ $24,750,000
Fort Lee ................................................................................................................ $23,900,000

Washington ..................................................................................... Fort Lewis ............................................................................................................ $238,200,000

Total: ................................................................................................................ $1,300,710,000

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(2), the Secretary
of the Army may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the locations outside the United States, and in the amounts,
set forth in the following table:

Army: Outside the United States

Country Installation or location Amount

Germany .......................................................................................... Area Support Group, Bamberg .................................................................................. $36,000,000
Area Support Group, Darmstadt ............................................................................... $13,500,000
Baumholder ............................................................................................................. $9,000,000
Hanau ..................................................................................................................... $7,200,000
Heidelberg ............................................................................................................... $15,300,000
Mannheim ............................................................................................................... $16,000,000
Wiesbaden Air Base ................................................................................................. $26,300,000

Korea .............................................................................................. Camp Carroll ........................................................................................................... $16,593,000
Camp Casey ............................................................................................................. $8,500,000
Camp Hovey ............................................................................................................ $35,750,000
Camp Humphreys ..................................................................................................... $14,500,000
Camp Jackson .......................................................................................................... $6,100,000
Camp Stanley .......................................................................................................... $28,000,000

Kwajalein ........................................................................................ Kwajalein Atoll ....................................................................................................... $11,000,000

Total: ................................................................................................................... $243,743,000

(c) UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(3), the Secretary of
the Army may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the installation and location, and in the amount set forth in
the following table:

Army: Unspecified Worldwide

Location Installation Amount

Unspecified Worldwide ..................................................................... Classified Location .................................................................................................. $4,000,000
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SEC. 2102. FAMILY HOUSING.

(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(6)(A), the Sec-
retary of the Army may construct or acquire family housing units (including land acquisition) at the installations, for the purposes, and in the
amounts, set forth in the following table:

Army: Family Housing

State or Country Installation or location Purpose Amount

Alaska ..................................................................................... Fort Wainwright ................................................................................... 32 Units ............ $12,000,000
Arizona ................................................................................... Fort Huachuca ..................................................................................... 72 Units ............ $10,800,000
Georgia .................................................................................... Fort Stewart ......................................................................................... 160 Units .......... $2,500,000
Kansas .................................................................................... Fort Leavenworth ................................................................................. 40 Units ............ $10,000,000
Texas ....................................................................................... Fort Bliss ............................................................................................. 76 Units ............ $13,600,000
Korea ...................................................................................... Camp Humphreys ................................................................................. 54 Units ............ $12,800,000

Total: ............ $61,700,000

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of
appropriations in section 2104(a)(6)(A), the Sec-
retary of the Army may carry out architectural
and engineering services and construction de-
sign activities with respect to the construction
or improvement of family housing units in an
amount not to exceed $11,592,000.
SEC. 2103. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY

HOUSING UNITS.
Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United

States Code, and using amounts appropriated
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations
in section 2104(a)(6)(A), the Secretary of the
Army may improve existing military family
housing units in an amount not to exceed
$220,750,000.
SEC. 2104. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,

ARMY.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-

ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 2001, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family
housing functions of the Department of the
Army in the total amount of $3,018,077,000, as
follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2101(a),
$1,089,416,000.

(2) For military construction projects outside
the United States authorized by section 2101(b),
$243,743,000.

(3) For a military construction project at an
unspecified worldwide location authorized by
section 2101(c), $4,000,000.

(4) For unspecified minor construction
projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10,
United States Code, $18,000,000.

(5) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, $163,676,000.

(6) For military family housing functions:
(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-

ning and design, and improvement of military
family housing and facilities, $294,576,000.

(B) For support of military family housing
(including the functions described in section
2833 of title 10, United States Code),
$1,102,732,000.

(7) For the construction of a cadet develop-
ment center at the United States Military Acad-
emy, West Point, New York, authorized by sec-
tion 2101(a) of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (division B
of Public Law 105–261, 112 Stat. 2182),
$37,900,000.

(8) For the construction of phase 2C of a bar-
racks complex, Tagaytay Street, at Fort Bragg,
North Carolina, authorized by section 2101(a) of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Public Law 106–
65; 113 Stat. 825), $17,500,000.

(9) For the construction of phase 1C of a bar-
racks complex, Wilson Street, at Schofield Bar-
racks, Hawaii, authorized by section 2101(a) of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Public Law 106–
65, 113 Stat. 825), $23,000,000.

(10) For construction of phase 2 of a basic
combat training complex at Fort Leonard Wood,
Missouri, authorized by section 2101(a) of the
Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 (division B of the Spence Act;
114 Stat. 1654A–389), as amended by section 2105
of this Act, $27,000,000.

(11) For the construction of phase 2 of a battle
simulation center at Fort Drum, New York, au-
thorized by section 2101(a) of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001
(division B of the Spence Act; 114 Stat. 1654A–
389), as amended by section 2105 of this Act,
$9,000,000.

(12) For the construction of phase 1 of a bar-
racks complex, Butner Road, at Fort Bragg,
North Carolina, authorized by section 2101(a) of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 (division B of the Spence Act;
114 Stat. 1654A–389), $49,000,000.

(13) For the construction of phase 1 of a bar-
racks complex, Longstreet Road, at Fort Bragg,
North Carolina, authorized by section 2101(a) of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 (division B of the Spence Act;
114 Stat. 1654A–389), $27,000,000.

(14) For the construction of a multipurpose
digital training range at Fort Hood, Texas, au-
thorized by section 2101(a) of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001
(division B of the Spence Act; 114 Stat. 1654A–
389), as amended by section 2105 of this Act,
$13,000,000.

(15) For the homeowners assistance program,
as authorized by section 2832(a) of title 10,
United States Code, $10,119,000, to remain avail-
able until expended.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2101 of this
Act may not exceed—

(1) The total amount authorized to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1), (2), (3) of sub-
section (a);

(2) $52,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201 (a) for construction
of a barracks complex, D Street, at Fort Rich-
ardson, Alaska);

(3) $41,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201 (a) for construction
of phase 1 of a barracks complex, Nelson Blvd,
at Fort Carson, Colorado);

(4) $36,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201 (a) for construction

of phase 1 of a basic combat training complex at
Fort Jackson, South Carolina); and

(5) $102,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201 (a) for construction
of a barracks complex, 17th & B Streets, at Fort
Lewis, Washington).

(c) ADJUSTMENT.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs
(1) through (15) of subsection (a) is the sum of
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in
such paragraphs, reduced by—

(1) $36,168,000, which represents the combina-
tion of savings resulting from adjustments to
foreign currency exchange rates for military
construction outside the United States; and

(2) $75,417,000, which represents the combina-
tion of savings resulting from adjustments to
foreign currency exchange rates for military
family housing construction and military family
housing support outside the United States.
SEC. 2105. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO

CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR
2001 PROJECTS.

(a) MODIFICATION.—The table in section
2101(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (division B of the
Spence Act; 114 Stat. 1654A–389) is amended—

(1) in the item relating to Fort Leonard Wood,
Missouri, by striking ‘‘$65,400,000’’ in the
amount column and inserting ‘‘$69,400,000’’;

(2) in the item relating to Fort Drum, New
York, by striking ‘‘$18,000,000’’ in the amount
column and inserting ‘‘$21,000,000’’;

(3) in the item relating to Fort Hood, Texas,
by striking ‘‘$36,492,000’’ in the amount column
and inserting ‘‘$39,492,000’’; and

(4) by striking the amount identified as the
total in the amount column and inserting
‘‘$623,074,000’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 2104
of that Act (114 Stat. 1654A–391) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter preceding
paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$1,925,344,000’’ and
inserting ‘‘$1,935,744,000’’;

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking
‘‘$22,600,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$27,000,000’’;

(3) in subsection (b)(3), by striking
‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$13,000,000’’; and

(4) in subsection (b)(6), by striking
‘‘$6,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$9,000,000’’.

TITLE XXII—NAVY
SEC. 2201. AUTHORIZED NAVY CONSTRUCTION

AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS.
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using

amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(1),
the Secretary of the Navy may acquire real
property and carry out military construction
projects for the installations and locations in-
side the United States, and in the amounts, set
forth in the following table:

Navy: Inside the United States

State Installation or location Amount

Arizona .......................................................................... Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma ............................................................................................... $22,570,000
California ...................................................................... Marine Air-Ground Task Force Training Center, Twentynine Palms .......................................... $75,125,000

Marine Corps Air Station, Camp Pendleton ............................................................................... $4,470,000
Marine Corps Air Station, Miramar .......................................................................................... $3,680,000
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Navy: Inside the United States—Continued

State Installation or location Amount

Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton ........................................................................................ $96,490,000
Naval Air Facility, El Centro .................................................................................................... $23,520,000
Naval Air Station, Lemoore ...................................................................................................... $10,010,000
Naval Air Warfare Center, China Lake ..................................................................................... $30,200,000
Naval Air Warfare Center, Point Mugu, San Nicholas Island ..................................................... $13,730,000
Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado ........................................................................................... $8,610,000
Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme ................................................................. $12,400,000
Naval Construction Training Center, Port Hueneme .................................................................. $3,780,000
Naval Station, San Diego ......................................................................................................... $47,240,000

District of Columbia ........................................................ Naval Air Facility, Washington ................................................................................................ $9,810,000
Florida ........................................................................... Naval Air Station, Key West ..................................................................................................... $11,400,000

Naval Air Station, Whiting Field, Milton .................................................................................. $2,140,000
Naval Station, Mayport ............................................................................................................ $16,420,000
Naval Station, Pensacola ......................................................................................................... $3,700,000

Hawaii ........................................................................... Marine Corps Base, Kaneohe .................................................................................................... $24,920,000
Naval Magazine Lualualei ....................................................................................................... $6,000,000
Naval Shipyard, Pearl Harbor .................................................................................................. $20,000,000
Naval Station, Pearl Harbor ..................................................................................................... $40,600,000
Navy Public Works Center, Pearl Harbor .................................................................................. $16,900,000

Illinois ........................................................................... Naval Training Center, Great Lakes ......................................................................................... $82,260,000
Indiana .......................................................................... Naval Surface Warfare Center, Crane ....................................................................................... $14,930,000
Maine ............................................................................ Naval Air Station, Brunswick ................................................................................................... $67,395,000
Maryland ....................................................................... Naval Air Warfare Center, Patuxent River ................................................................................ $2,260,000

Naval Air Warfare Center, St. Inigoes ....................................................................................... $5,100,000
Naval Explosive Ordinance Disposal Technology Center, Indian Head ....................................... $1,250,000

Mississippi ..................................................................... Naval Construction Battalion Center, Gulfport .......................................................................... $21,660,000
Naval Air Station, Meridian ..................................................................................................... $3,400,000

Missouri ......................................................................... Marine Corps Support Activity, Kansas City ............................................................................. $9,010,000
North Carolina ............................................................... Marine Corps Air Station, New River ........................................................................................ $4,050,000

Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune ............................................................................................ $67,070,000
Pennsylvania ................................................................. Naval Foundry and Propeller Center, Philadelphia ................................................................... $14,800,000
Rhode Island .................................................................. Naval Station, Newport ............................................................................................................ $15,290,000
South Carolina ............................................................... Marine Corps Air Station, Beaufort .......................................................................................... $8,020,000

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island ................................................................................ $5,430,000
Naval Hospital, Beaufort .......................................................................................................... $7,600,000

Tennessee ....................................................................... Naval Support Activity, Millington ........................................................................................... $3,900,000
Texas ............................................................................. Naval Air Station, Joint Reserve Base, Ft. Worth ...................................................................... $9,060,000
Virginia ......................................................................... Marine Corps Air Facility, Quantico ......................................................................................... $3,790,000

Marine Corps Combat Dev Com ................................................................................................. $9,390,000
Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek ........................................................................................ $9,090,000
Naval Station, Norfolk ............................................................................................................. $139,270,000

Washington .................................................................... Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island ........................................................................................... $3,470,000
Naval Shipyard, Bremerton ...................................................................................................... $14,000,000
Naval Station, Everett .............................................................................................................. $6,820,000
Strategic Weapons Facility, Bangor .......................................................................................... $3,900,000

Total: ................................................................................................................................... $1,038,920,000

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(2), the Secretary
of the Navy may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the locations outside the United States, and in the amounts,
set forth in the following table:

Navy: Outside the United States

Country Installation or location Amount

Greece ............................................................................ Naval Support Activity Joint Headquarters Command, Larissa .................................................... $12,240,000
Naval Support Activity, Souda Bay ........................................................................................... $3,210,000

Guam ............................................................................. Naval Station, Guam ................................................................................................................. $9,300,000
Navy Public Works Center, Guam .............................................................................................. $14,800,000

Iceland ........................................................................... Naval Air Station, Keflavik ....................................................................................................... $2,820,000
Italy ............................................................................... Naval Air Station, Sigonella ...................................................................................................... $3,060,000
Spain ............................................................................. Naval Station, Rota .................................................................................................................. $2,240,000

Total: .................................................................................................................................... $47,670,000

SEC. 2202. FAMILY HOUSING.
(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Sec-

retary of the Navy may construct or acquire family housing units (including land acquisition) at the installations, for the purposes, and in the
amounts set forth in the following table:

Navy: Family Housing

State Installation or location Purpose Amount

Arizona ................................................................................. Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma ......................................................... 51 Units ............ $9,017,000
California .............................................................................. Marine Air-Ground Task Force Training Center, Twentynine Palms .... 74 Units ............ $16,250,000
Hawaii .................................................................................. Marine Corps Base, Kaneohe .............................................................. 172 Units .......... $46,996,000

Naval Station, Pearl Harbor ............................................................... 70 Units ............ $16,827,000
Mississippi ............................................................................. Naval Construction Battalion Center, Gulfport .................................... 160 Units .......... $23,354,000
Virginia ................................................................................. Marine Corps Combat Development Command, Quantico ...................... 81 Units ............ $10,000,000
Italy ...................................................................................... Naval Air Station, Sigonella ............................................................... 10 Units ............ $2,403,000

Total: ............ $124,847,000

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of
appropriations in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Sec-
retary of the Navy may carry out architectural
and engineering services and construction de-
sign activities with respect to the construction

or improvement of military family housing units
in an amount not to exceed $6,499,000.
SEC. 2203. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY

HOUSING UNITS.
Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United

States Code, and using amounts appropriated
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations

in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the
Navy may improve existing military family
housing units in an amount not to exceed
$201,834,000.
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SEC. 2204. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,

NAVY.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-

ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 2001, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family
housing functions of the Department of the
Navy in the total amount of $2,389,605,000, as
follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2201(a),
$980,018,000.

(2) For military construction projects outside
the United States authorized by section 2201(b),
$47,670,000.

(3) For unspecified minor construction
projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10,
United States Code, $10,546,000.

(4) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, $35,392,000.

(5) For military family housing functions:
(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-

ning and design, and improvement of military
family housing and facilities, $332,352,000.

(B) For support of military housing (including
functions described in section 2833 of title 10,
United States Code), $913,823,000.

(6) For construction of phase 6 of a large
anachoic chamber facility at the Patuxent River
Naval Air Warfare Center, Maryland, author-
ized by section 2201(a) of the Military Construc-
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (di-
vision B of Public Law 102–484; 106 Stat. 2590),
$10,770,000.

(7) For construction of the Commander-in-
Chief Headquarters, Pacific Command, Camp
H.M. Smith, Hawaii, authorized by section
2201(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Pub-

lic Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 828), as amended by
section 2205, $37,580,000.

(8) For repair of a pier at Naval Station, San
Diego, California, authorized by section 2201(a)
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2001 (division B of the Spence
Act; 114 Stat. 1654A–396), $17,500,000.

(9) For replacement of a pier at Naval Ship-
yard, Bremerton, Washington, authorized by
section 2201(a) of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (division B
of the Spence Act; 114 Stat. 1654A–396),
$24,460,000.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2201 of this
Act may not exceed—

(1) the total amount authorized to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub-
section (a);

(2) $33,240,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201(a) for replacement of
a pier, increment I, at Naval Station, Norfolk,
Virginia; and

(3) $20,100,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201(a) for a combined
propulsion and explosives lab at Naval Air War-
fare Center, China Lake, California).

(c) ADJUSTMENT.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs
(1) through (9) of subsection (a) is the sum of
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in
such paragraphs, reduced by—

(1) $6,854,000, which represents the combina-
tion of savings resulting from adjustments to
foreign currency exchange rates for military
construction outside the United States; and

(2) $13,652,000, which represents the combina-
tion of savings resulting from adjustments to
foreign currency exchange rates for military
family housing construction and military family
housing support outside the United States.

SEC. 2205. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR
2000 PROJECT.

(a) MODIFICATION.—The table in section
2201(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 828) is amended—

(1) in the item relating to Camp H.M. Smith,
Hawaii, by striking ‘‘$86,050,000’’ in the amount
column and inserting ‘‘$89,050,000’’; and

(2) by striking the amount identified as the
total in the amount column and inserting
‘‘$820,230,000’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 2204
of that Act (113 Stat. 830) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter preceding
paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$2,108,087,000’’ and
inserting ‘‘$2,111,087,000’’; and

(2) in subsection (b)(3), by striking
‘‘$70,180,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$73,180,000’’.

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE

SEC. 2301. AUTHORIZED AIR FORCE CONSTRUC-
TION AND LAND ACQUISITION
PROJECTS.

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(1),
the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire real
property and carry out military construction
projects for the installations and locations in-
side the United States, and in the amounts, set
forth in the following table:

Air Force: Inside the United States

State Installation or location Amount

Alabama .......................................................................................... Maxwell Air Force Base ........................................................................................... $34,400,000
Alaska ............................................................................................. Eareckson Air Force Base ......................................................................................... $4,600,000

Elmendorf Air Force Base ......................................................................................... $32,200,000
Arizona ........................................................................................... Davis-Monthan Air Force Base ................................................................................. $23,500,000

Luke Air Force Base ................................................................................................ $4,500,000
Arkansas ......................................................................................... Little Rock Air Force Base ....................................................................................... $10,600,000
California ........................................................................................ Beale Air Force Base ................................................................................................ $7,900,000

Edwards Air Force Base ........................................................................................... $21,300,000
Los Angeles Air Force Base ...................................................................................... $23,000,000
Travis Air Force Base .............................................................................................. $10,100,000
Vandenberg Air Force Base ...................................................................................... $11,800,000

Colorado .......................................................................................... Buckley Air Force Base ............................................................................................ $23,200,000
Schriever Air Force Base .......................................................................................... $30,400,000
United States Air Force Academy .............................................................................. $25,500,000

District of Columbia ......................................................................... Bolling Air Force Base ............................................................................................. $2,900,000
Florida ............................................................................................ Cape Canaveral Air Force Station ............................................................................ $7,800,000

Eglin Air Force Base ................................................................................................ $11,400,000
Hurlburt Field ......................................................................................................... $10,400,000
MacDill Air Force Base ............................................................................................ $10,000,000
Tyndall Air Force Base ............................................................................................ $20,350,000

Georgia ............................................................................................ Moody Air Force Base .............................................................................................. $4,900,000
Robins Air Force Base .............................................................................................. $14,650,000

Hawaii ............................................................................................ Hickman Air Force Base ........................................................................................... $6,300,000
Idaho .............................................................................................. Mountain Home Air Force Base ................................................................................ $14,600,000
Kansas ............................................................................................ McConnell Air Force Base ........................................................................................ $5,100,000
Maryland ........................................................................................ Andrews Air Force Base ........................................................................................... $19,420,000
Massachusetts ................................................................................. Hanscom Air Force Base .......................................................................................... $9,400,000
Mississippi ....................................................................................... Keesler Air Force Base ............................................................................................. $28,600,000
Nevada ............................................................................................ Nellis Air Force Base ................................................................................................ $12,600,000
New Jersey ....................................................................................... McGuire Air Force Base ........................................................................................... $36,550,000
New Mexico ..................................................................................... Cannon Air Force Base ............................................................................................ $9,400,000

Kirtland Air Force Base ........................................................................................... $19,800,000
North Carolina ................................................................................ Pope Air Force Base ................................................................................................. $17,800,000
North Dakota .................................................................................. Grand Forks Air Force Base ..................................................................................... $7,800,000
Ohio ................................................................................................ Wright-Patterson Air Force Base .............................................................................. $5,800,000
Oklahoma ........................................................................................ Altus Air Force Base ................................................................................................ $20,200,000

Tinker Air Force Base .............................................................................................. $17,700,000
South Carolina ................................................................................ Shaw Air Force Base ................................................................................................ $24,400,000
Tennessee ........................................................................................ Arnold Air Force Base .............................................................................................. $24,400,000
Texas .............................................................................................. Lackland Air Force Base .......................................................................................... $12,800,000

Laughlin Air Force Base .......................................................................................... $15,600,000
Sheppard Air Force Base .......................................................................................... $45,200,000

Utah ............................................................................................... Hill Air Force Base .................................................................................................. $44,000,000
Virginia ........................................................................................... Langley Air Force Base ............................................................................................ $47,300,000
Washington ..................................................................................... Fairchild Air Force Base .......................................................................................... $2,800,000

McChord Air Force Base .......................................................................................... $20,700,000
Wyoming ......................................................................................... F E Warren Air Force Base ...................................................................................... $10,200,000

Total: ................................................................................................................... $822,320,000
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(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(2), the Secretary

of the Air Force may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the installations and locations outside the United States,
and in the amounts, set forth in the following table:

Air Force: Outside the United States

Country Installation or location Amount

Germany .......................................................................................... Ramstein Air Force Base .......................................................................................... $42,900,000
Spangdahlem Air Base ............................................................................................. $8,700,000

Greenland ........................................................................................ Thule ...................................................................................................................... $19,000,000
Guam .............................................................................................. Andersen Air Force Base .......................................................................................... $10,150,000
Italy ................................................................................................ Aviano Air Base ....................................................................................................... $11,800,000
Korea .............................................................................................. Kunsan Air Base ..................................................................................................... $12,000,000

Osan Air Base ......................................................................................................... $101,142,000
Turkey ............................................................................................ Eskisehir ................................................................................................................. $4,000,000
United Kingdom ............................................................................... Royal Air Force, Lakenheath ................................................................................... $11,300,000

Royal Air Force, Mildenhall ..................................................................................... $22,400,000
Wake Island .................................................................................... Wake Island ............................................................................................................ $25,000,000

Total: ................................................................................................................... $268,392,000

(c) UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE.—Using the amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(3), the Secretary
of the Air Force may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the installation and location and in the amounts, set
forth in the following table:

Air Force: Unspecified Worldwide

Location Installation Amount

Unspecified Worldwide ..................................................................... Classified Location .................................................................................................. $4,458,000

SEC. 2302. FAMILY HOUSING.
(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(7)(A), the Sec-

retary of the Air Force may construct or acquire family housing units (including land acquisition) at the installations, for the purposes, and in the
amounts, set forth in the following table:

Air Force: Family Housing

State Installation or location Purpose Amount

Arizona ................................................................................... Luke Air Force Base ............................................................................ 120 Units .......... $15,712,000
California ............................................................................... Travis Air Force Base .......................................................................... 118 Units .......... $18,150,000
Colorado ................................................................................. Buckley Air Force Base ........................................................................ 55 Units ............ $11,400,000
Delaware ................................................................................ Dover Air Force Base ........................................................................... 120 Units .......... $18,145,000
District of Columbia ................................................................. Bolling Air Force Base ......................................................................... 136 Units .......... $16,926,000
Hawaii .................................................................................... Hickam Air Force Base ......................................................................... 102 Units .......... $25,037,000
Louisiana ................................................................................ Barksdale Air Force Base ..................................................................... 56 Units ............ $7,300,000
South Dakota .......................................................................... Ellsworth Air Force Base ...................................................................... 78 Units ............ $13,700,000
Virginia .................................................................................. Langley Air Force Base ........................................................................ 4 Units ............. $1,200,000
Portugal ................................................................................. Lajes Field, Azores ............................................................................... 64 Units ............ $13,230,000

Total: ............ $140,800,000

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of
appropriations in section 2304(a)(7)(A), the Sec-
retary of the Air Force may carry out architec-
tural and engineering services and construction
design activities with respect to the construction
or improvement of military family housing units
in an amount not to exceed $24,558,000.
SEC. 2303. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY

HOUSING UNITS.
Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United

States Code, and using amounts appropriated
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations
in section 2304(a)(7)(A), the Secretary of the Air
Force may improve existing military family
housing units in an amount not to exceed
$370,879,000.
SEC. 2304. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,

AIR FORCE.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-

ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 2001, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family
housing functions of the Department of the Air
Force in the total amount of $2,526,034,000 as
follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2301(a),
$806,020,000.

(2) For military construction projects outside
the United States authorized by section 2301(b),
$268,392,000.

(3) For the military construction projects at
unspecified worldwide locations authorized by
section 2301(c), $4,458,000.

(4) For unspecified minor construction
projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10,
United States Code, $11,250,000.

(5) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, $84,630,000.

(6) For military housing functions:
(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-

ning and design, and improvement of military
family housing and facilities, $536,237,000.

(B) For support of military family housing
(including functions described in section 2833 of
title 10, United States Code), $866,171,000.

(7) $12,600,000 for construction of an air
freight terminal and base supply complex at
McGuire Air Force Base, New Jersey, authorized
by section 2301(a) of the Military Construction
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (division
B of the Spence Act; 114 Stat. 1654A–399), as
amended by section 2305.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2301 of this
Act may not exceed—

(1) the total amount authorized to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of
subsection (a); and

(2) $12,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2301(a) for a mainte-
nance depot hanger at Hill Air Force Base,
Utah).

(c) ADJUSTMENT.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs
(1) through (7) of subsection (a) is the sum of
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in
such paragraphs, reduced by—

(1) $15,846,000, which represents the combina-
tion of savings resulting from adjustments to

foreign currency exchange rates for military
construction outside the United States; and

(2) $47,878,000, which represents the combina-
tion of savings resulting from adjustments to
foreign currency exchange rates for military
family housing construction and military family
housing support outside the United States.
SEC. 2305. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO

CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR
2001 PROJECT.

(a) MODIFICATION.—The table in section
2301(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (division B of the
Spence Act; 114 Stat. 1654A–399) is amended—

(1) in the item relating to McGuire Air Force
Base, New Jersey, by striking ‘‘$29,772,000’’ in
the amount column and inserting ‘‘$32,972,000’’;
and

(2) by striking the amount identified as the
total in the amount column and inserting
‘‘$748,955,000’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
2304(b)(2) of that Act (114 Stat. 1654A–402) is
amended by striking ‘‘$9,400,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$12,600,000’’.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES
SEC. 2401. AUTHORIZED DEFENSE AGENCIES

CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI-
TION PROJECTS.

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2403(a)(1),
the Secretary of Defense may acquire real prop-
erty and carry out military construction projects
for the installations and locations inside the
United States, and in the amounts, set forth in
the following table:
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Defense Agencies: Inside the United States

Agency Installation or location Amount

Chemical Demilitarization ................................................................ Blue Grass Army Depot, Kentucky ............................................................................ $47,220,000
Defense Education Activity .............................................................. Laurel Bay, South Carolina ..................................................................................... $12,850,000

Marine Corps Base, Camp LeJeune, North Carolina ................................................... $8,857,000
Defense Logistics Agency .................................................................. Defense Distribution Depot Tracy, California ............................................................ $30,000,000

Defense Distribution New Cumberland, Pennsylvania ................................................ $19,900,000
Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska ................................................................................. $8,800,000
Fort Belvoir, Virginia ............................................................................................... $900,000
Grand Forks Air Force Base, North Dakota ............................................................... $9,110,000
Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii ................................................................................ $29,200,000
McGuire Air Force Base, New Jersey ......................................................................... $4,400,000
Minot Air Force Base, North Dakota ........................................................................ $14,000,000
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania ...................................................................................... $2,429,000
Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina ........................................................................ $3,400,000

Special Operations Command ............................................................ Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland ....................................................................... $3,200,000
Fort Benning, Georgia ............................................................................................. $5,100,000
Fort Bragg, North Carolina ...................................................................................... $35,962,000
Fort Lewis, Washington ........................................................................................... $6,900,000
Hurlburt Field, Florida ............................................................................................ $13,400,000
MacDill Air Force Base, Florida ............................................................................... $12,000,000
Naval Station, San Diego, California ........................................................................ $13,650,000

TRICARE Management Activity ....................................................... Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland .......................................................................... $10,250,000
Dyess Air Force Base, Texas ..................................................................................... $3,300,000
F. E. Warren Air Force Base, Wyoming ..................................................................... $2,700,000
Fort Hood, Texas ..................................................................................................... $12,200,000
Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Air Field, Georgia ............................................................ $11,000,000
Holloman Air Force Base, New Mexico ...................................................................... $5,700,000
Hurlburt Field, Florida ............................................................................................ $8,800,000
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California ....................................................... $1,150,000
Marine Corps Logistics Base, Albany, Georgia ........................................................... $5,800,000
Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Washington ........................................................ $1,900,000
Naval Hospital, Twentynine Palms, California .......................................................... $1,600,000
Naval Station, Mayport, Florida ............................................................................... $24,000,000
Naval Station, Norfolk, Virginia ............................................................................... $21,000,000
Schriever Air Force Base, Colorado ........................................................................... $4,000,000

Washington Headquarters Services ................................................... Pentagon Reservation, Virginia ................................................................................ $25,000,000

Total: ................................................................................................................... $325,228,000

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2403(a)(2), the Secretary
of Defense may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the installations and locations outside the United States, and
in the amounts, set forth in the following table:

Defense Agencies: Outside the United States

Agency Installation or location Amount

Defense Education Activity ............................................. Aviano Air Base, Italy ......................................................................... $3,647,000
Geilenkirchen AB, Germany ................................................................. $1,733,000
Heidelberg, Germany ............................................................................ $3,312,000
Kaiserslautern, Germany ...................................................................... $1,439,000
Kitzingen, Germany ............................................................................. $1,394,000
Landstuhl, Germany ............................................................................ $1,444,000
Ramstein Air Force Base, Germany ....................................................... $2,814,000
Royal Air Force, Feltwell, United Kingdom ........................................... $22,132,000
Vogelweh Annex, Germany ................................................................... $1,558,000
Wiesbaden Air Base, Germany .............................................................. $1,378,000
Wuerzburg, Germany ........................................................................... $2,684,000

Defense Logistics Agency ................................................ Anderson Air Force Base, Guam ........................................................... $20,000,000
Camp Casey, Korea .............................................................................. $5,500,000
Naval Station, Rota, Spain ................................................................... $3,000,000
Yokota Air Base, Japan ....................................................................... $13,000,000

Office Secretary of Defense .............................................. Comalapa Air Base, El Salvador ........................................................... $12,577,000
TRICARE Management Activity ...................................... Heidelberg, Germany ............................................................................ $28,000,000

Lajes Field, Azores, Portugal ................................................................ $3,750,000
Thule, Greenland ................................................................................. $10,800,000

Total: ............................................................................................... $140,162,000

SEC. 2402. ENERGY CONSERVATION PROJECTS.

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the
authorization of appropriations in section
2403(a)(6), the Secretary of Defense may carry
out energy conservation projects under section
2865 of title 10, United States Code, in the
amount of $35,600,000.

SEC. 2403. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,
DEFENSE AGENCIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 2001, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family
housing functions of the Department of Defense
(other than the military departments), in the
total amount of $1,421,319,000 as follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2401(a),
$370,164,000.

(2) For military construction projects outside
the United States authorized by section 2401(b),
$140,162,000.

(3) For unspecified minor construction
projects under section 2805 of title 10, United
States Code, $24,492,000.

(4) For contingency construction projects of
the Secretary of Defense under section 2804 of
title 10, United States Code, $10,000,000.

(5) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, $74,496,000.

(6) For energy conservation projects author-
ized by section 2402 of this Act, $35,600,000.

(7) For base closure and realignment activities
as authorized by the Defense Base Closure and
Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of
Public Law 101–510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note),
$532,200,000.

(8) For military family housing functions:
(A) For improvement of military family hous-

ing and facilities, $250,000.
(B) For support of military family housing

(including functions described in section 2833 of
title 10, United States Code), $43,762,000, of
which not more than $37,298,000 may be obli-

gated or expended for the leasing of military
family housing units worldwide.

(C) For credit to the Department of Defense
Family Housing Improvement Fund established
by section 2883(a)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, $2,000,000.

(9) For the construction of phase 6 of an am-
munition demilitarization facility at Pine Bluff
Arsenal, Arkansas, authorized by section
2401(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 103–337; 108 Stat. 3040), as amended by
section 2407 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (division B
of Public Law 104–106; 110 Stat. 539), section
2408 of the Military Construction Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (division B of Public
Law 105–85; 111 Stat. 1982), section 2406 of the
Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1999 (division B of Public Law 105–
261; 112 Stat. 2197), and section 2407 of this Act,
$26,000,000.
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(10) For the construction of phase 3 of an am-

munition demilitarization facility at Pueblo
Army Depot, Colorado, authorized by section
2401(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 104–201; 110 Stat. 2775), as amended by
section 2406 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B
of Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 839), $11,000,000.

(11) For construction of phase 4 of an ammu-
nition demilitarization facility at Newport Army
Depot, Indiana, authorized by section 2401(a) of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1999 (division B of Public Law 105–
261; 112 Stat. 2193), $66,000,000.

(12) For construction of phase 4 of an ammu-
nition demilitarization facility at Aberdeen
Proving Ground, Maryland, authorized by sec-
tion 2401(a) of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (division B
of Public Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 2193), as amend-
ed by section 2406 of this Act, $66,500,000.

(13) For construction of a hospital at Fort
Wainwright, Alaska, authorized by section
2201(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 836), $18,500,000.

(14) For construction of an aircrew water sur-
vival training facility at Naval Air Station,
Whidbey Island, Washington, authorized by sec-
tion 2401(a) of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B
of Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 836), as amended
by section 2405 of this Act, $6,600,000.

(15) For the construction of phase 2 of an am-
munition demilitarization facility at Blue Grass
Army Depot, Kentucky, authorized by section
2401(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 106–65, 113 Stat. 836), as amended by
section 2405, $3,000,000.

(16) For construction of FHOTC Support Fa-
cilities at Camp Pendleton, California, author-
ized by section 2401(a) of the Military Construc-
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (di-
vision B of the Spence Act; 114 Stat.1654A–402),
as amended by section 2404 of this Act,
$3,150,000.

(17) For replacement of a Medical/Dental Clin-
ic, Las Flores, at Camp Pendleton, California,
authorized by section 2401(a) of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2001 (division B of the Spence Act; 114
Stat.1654A–402), as amended by section 2404 of
this Act, $3,800,000.

(18) For replacement of a Medical/Dental Clin-
ic, Las Pulgas, at Camp Pendleton, California,
authorized by section 2401(a) of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2001 (division B of the Spence Act; 114
Stat.1654A–402), as amended by section 2404 of
this Act, $4,050,000.

(19) For replacement of a Medical/Dental Clin-
ic, Horno, at Camp Pendleton, California, au-
thorized by section 2401(a) of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001
(division B of the Spence Act; 114 Stat.1654A–
402), as amended by section 2404 of this Act,
$4,300,000.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2401 of this
Act may not exceed the total amount authorized
to be appropriated under paragraphs (1) and (2)
of subsection (a).

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs
(1) through (19) of subsection (a) is the sum of
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in
such paragraphs, reduced by—

(1) $17,857,000, which represents the combina-
tion of savings resulting from adjustments to
foreign currency exchange rates for military
construction outside the United States; and

(2) $10,250,000, which represents the combina-
tion of project savings in military construction

resulting from favorable bids, reduced overhead
charges, and cancellations due to force struc-
ture changes.
SEC. 2404. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO

CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR
2001 PROJECT.

The table in section 2401(a) of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2001 (division B of the Spence Act; 114 Stat.
1654A–402) is amended—

(1) under the agency heading relating to
TRICARE Management Activity, in the item re-
lating to Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton,
California, by striking ‘‘$14,150,000’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$15,300,000’’; and

(2) by striking the amount identified as the
total in the amount column and inserting
‘‘$258,056,000’’.
SEC. 2405. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO

CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR
2000 PROJECTS.

(a) MODIFICATION.—The table in section
2401(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 836) is amended—

(1) under the agency heading relating to
TRICARE Management Activity, in the item re-
lating to Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island,
Washington, by striking ‘‘$4,700,000’’ inserting
‘‘$6,600,000’’;

(2) under the agency heading relating to
Chemical Demilitarization, in the item relating
to Blue Grass Army Depot, Kentucky, by strik-
ing ‘‘$206,800,000’’ in the amount column and
inserting ‘‘$254,030,000’’; and

(3) by striking the amount identified as the
total in the amount column and inserting
‘‘$636,550,000’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
2405(b)(3) of that Act (113 Stat. 839) is amended
by striking ‘‘$184,000,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$231,230,000’’.
SEC. 2406. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO

CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR
1999 PROJECT.

The table in section 2401(a) of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1999 (division B of Public Law 105–261; 112 Stat.
2193) is amended—

(1) under the agency heading relating to
Chemical Demilitarization, in the item relating
to Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, by
striking ‘‘$186,350,000’’ in the amount column
and inserting ‘‘$223,950,000’’; and

(2) by striking the amount identified as the
total in the amount column and inserting
‘‘$727,616,000’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
2404(b)(3) of that Act (112 Stat. 2196) is amended
by striking ‘‘$158,000,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$195,600,000’’.
SEC. 2407. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO

CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR
1995 PROJECT.

The table in section 2401 of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995
(division B of Public Law 103–337; 108 Stat.
3040), as amended by section 2407 of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1996 (division B of Public Law 104–106; 110 Stat.
539), section 2408 of the Military Construction
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (division
B of Public Law 105–85; 111 Stat. 1982), and sec-
tion 2406 of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (division B of
Public Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 2197), is amended
under the agency heading relating to Chemical
Agents and Munitions Destruction, in the item
relating to Pine Bluff Arsenal, Arkansas, by
striking ‘‘$154,400,000’’ in the amount column
and inserting ‘‘$177,400,000’’.
SEC. 2408. PROHIBITION ON EXPENDITURES TO

DEVELOP FORWARD OPERATING LO-
CATION ON ARUBA FOR UNITED
STATES SOUTHERN COMMAND
COUNTER-DRUG DETECTION AND
MONITORING FLIGHTS.

None of the funds appropriated under the
heading ‘‘MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-

WIDE’’ in chapter 3 of title III of the Emergency
Supplemental Act, 2000 (Public Law 106–246; 114
Stat. 579), may be used by the Secretary of De-
fense to develop any forward operating location
on the island of Aruba to serve as a location
from which the United States Southern Com-
mand could conduct counter-drug detection and
monitoring flights.
TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY

ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM

SEC. 2501. AUTHORIZED NATO CONSTRUCTION
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS.

The Secretary of Defense may make contribu-
tions for the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion Security Investment Program as provided in
section 2806 of title 10, United States Code, in an
amount not to exceed the sum of the amount au-
thorized to be appropriated for this purpose in
section 2502 and the amount collected from the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization as a result
of construction previously financed by the
United States.
SEC. 2502. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,

NATO.
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-

priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep-
tember 30, 2001, for contributions by the Sec-
retary of Defense under section 2806 of title 10,
United States Code, for the share of the United
States of the cost of projects for the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization Security Investment
Program authorized by section 2501, in the
amount of $162,600,000.

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FACILITIES

SEC. 2601. AUTHORIZED GUARD AND RESERVE
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI-
TION PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal years beginning after
September 30, 2001, for the costs of acquisition,
architectural and engineering services, and con-
struction of facilities for the Guard and Reserve
Forces, and for contributions therefor, under
chapter 1803 of title 10, United States Code (in-
cluding the cost of acquisition of land for those
facilities), the following amounts:

(1) For the Department of the Army—
(A) for the Army National Guard of the

United States, $304,915,000; and
(B) for the Army Reserve, $173,017,000.
(2) For the Department of the Navy, for the

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve, $53,291,000.
(3) For the Department of the Air Force—
(A) for the Air National Guard of the United

States, $197,472,000; and
(B) for the Air Force Reserve, $79,132,000.

TITLE XXVII—EXPIRATION
AND EXTENSION OF
AUTHORIZATIONS

SEC. 2701. EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AND
AMOUNTS REQUIRED TO BE SPECI-
FIED BY LAW.

(a) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AFTER
THREE YEARS.—Except as provided in subsection
(b), all authorizations contained in titles XXI
through XXVI for military construction
projects, land acquisition, family housing
projects and facilities, and contributions to the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment program (and authorizations of appro-
priations therefor) shall expire on the later of—

(1) October 1, 2004; or
(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au-

thorizing funds for military construction for fis-
cal year 2005.

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not
apply to authorizations for military construc-
tion projects, land acquisition, family housing
projects and facilities, and contributions to the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment program (and authorizations of appro-
priations therefor) for which appropriated funds
have been obligated before the later of—

(1) October 1, 2004; or
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(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au-

thorizing funds for fiscal year 2005 for military
construction projects, land acquisition, family
housing projects and facilities, or contributions
to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization Secu-
rity Investment program.

SEC. 2702. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 1999
PROJECTS.

(a) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding section 2701
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1999 (division B of Public Law
105–261; 112 Stat. 2199), authorizations set forth
in the tables in subsection (b), as provided in

section 2302 or 2601 of that Act, shall remain in
effect until October 1, 2002, or the date of the
enactment of an Act authorizing funds for mili-
tary construction for fiscal year 2003, whichever
is later.

(b) TABLES.—The tables referred to in sub-
section (a) are as follows:

Air Force: Extension of 1999 Project Authorizations

State Installation or location Project Amount

Delaware ..................................................................................... Dover Air Force Base .................................................................. Family Housing Re-
placement (55
Units) ................. $8,998,000

Florida ........................................................................................ Patrick Air Force Base ................................................................ Family Housing Re-
placement (46
Units) ................. $9,692,000

New Mexico ................................................................................. Kirtland Air Force Base .............................................................. Family Housing Re-
placement (37
Units) ................. $6,400,000

Ohio ............................................................................................ Wright-Patterson Air Force Base ................................................. Family Housing Re-
placement (40
Units) ................. $5,600,000

Army National Guard: Extension of 1999 Project Authorizations

State Installation or location Project Amount

Massachusetts ............................................................................. Westfield .................................................................................... Army Aviation Sup-
port Facility ....... $9,274,000

South Carolina ............................................................................ Spartanburg ............................................................................... Readiness Center ... $5,260,000

SEC. 2703. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 1998 PROJECTS.
(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 2701 of the Military Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (division B of Public Law 105–

85; 111 Stat. 1984), authorizations set forth in the tables in subsection (b), as provided in section 2102, 2202, or 2302 of that Act and extended by section
2702 of the Military Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (division B of the Spence Act; 114 Stat. 1654A–408), shall remain in effect
until October 1, 2002, or the date of the enactment of an Act authorizing funds for military construction for fiscal year 2003, whichever is later.

(b) TABLES.—The tables referred to in subsection (a) are as follows:

Army: Extension of 1998 Project Authorization

State Installation or location Project Amount

Maryland .................................................................................... Fort Meade ................................................................................ Family Housing
Construction (56
units) ................. $7,900,000

Navy: Extension of 1998 Project Authorizations

State Installation or location Project Amount

California .................................................................................... Naval Complex, San Diego .......................................................... Family Housing Re-
placement (94
units) ................. $13,500,000

California .................................................................................... Marine Corps Air Station, Miramar ............................................. Family Housing
Construction (166
units) ................. $28,881,000

Louisiana .................................................................................... Naval Complex, New Orleans ...................................................... Family Housing Re-
placement (100
units) ................. $11,930,000

Texas .......................................................................................... Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi ................................................ Family Housing
Construction (212
units) ................. $22,250,000

Air Force: Extension of 1998 Project Authorization

State Installation or location Project Amount

New Mexico ................................................................................. Kirtland Air Force Base .............................................................. Family Housing Re-
placement (180
units) ................. $20,900,000

SEC. 2704. EFFECTIVE DATE.
Titles XXI, XXII, XXIII, XXIV, XXV, and

XXVI shall take effect on the later of—
(1) October 1, 2001; or
(2) the date of the enactment of this Act.
TITLE XXVIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program
and Military Family Housing Changes

SEC. 2801. INCREASE IN CERTAIN UNSPECIFIED
MINOR MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
PROJECT THRESHOLDS.

Section 2805 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘$500,000’’
and inserting ‘‘$750,000’’;

(2) in subsection (c)(1)(A), by striking
‘‘$1,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$1,500,000’’; and

(3) in subsection (c)(1)(B), by striking
‘‘$500,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$750,000’’.

SEC. 2802. EXCLUSION OF UNFORESEEN ENVI-
RONMENTAL HAZARD REMEDIATION
FROM LIMITATION ON AUTHORIZED
COST VARIATIONS.

Subsection (d) of section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘(d) The limitation on cost increases in sub-
section (a) does not apply—

‘‘(1) to the settlement of a contractor claim
under a contract; or

‘‘(2) to the costs associated with the required
remediation of an environmental hazard in con-
nection with a military construction project or
military family housing project, such as asbestos
removal, radon abatement, lead-based paint re-
moval or abatement, or any other legally re-
quired environmental hazard remediation, if the
required remediation could not have reasonably

been anticipated at the time the project was ap-
proved originally by Congress.’’.
SEC. 2803. REPEAL OF ANNUAL REPORTING RE-

QUIREMENT ON MILITARY CON-
STRUCTION AND MILITARY FAMILY
HOUSING ACTIVITIES.

(a) REPEAL.—Section 2861 of title 10, United
States Code, is repealed.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of subchapter III of chap-
ter 169 of such title is amended by striking the
item relating to section 2861.
SEC. 2804. PERMANENT AUTHORIZATION FOR AL-

TERNATIVE AUTHORITY FOR ACQUI-
SITION AND IMPROVEMENT OF MILI-
TARY HOUSING.

(a) REPEAL OF TERMINATION PROVISION.—Sec-
tion 2885 of title 10, United States Code, is re-
pealed.
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(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-

tions at the beginning of subchapter IV of chap-
ter 169 of such title is amended by striking the
item relating to section 2885.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities
Administration

SEC. 2811. USE OF MILITARY INSTALLATIONS FOR
CERTAIN RECREATIONAL ACTIVI-
TIES.

Section 2671 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by transferring subsection (b) to the end of
the section and redesignating such subsection,
as so transferred, as subsection (e); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

‘‘(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply with re-
spect to all or certain specified hunting, fishing,
or trapping at a military installation or facility
if the Secretary of Defense determines that the
application of the State or Territory fish and
game laws to such hunting, fishing, or trapping
without modification could result in undesirable
consequences for public safety or adverse effects
on morale, welfare, or recreation activities at
the installation or facility. The Secretary may
not waive or modify the requirements under sub-
section (a)(2) regarding a license for such hunt-
ing, fishing, or trapping or any fee imposed by
a State or Territory to obtain such a license.’’.
SEC. 2812. BASE EFFICIENCY PROJECT AT

BROOKS AIR FORCE BASE, TEXAS.
(a) INDEMNIFICATION OF TRANSFEREES.—Sec-

tion 136 of the Military Construction Appropria-
tions Act, 2001 (division A of Public Law 106–
246; 114 Stat. 520), is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (n);
(2) by redesignating subsection (m) as sub-

section (n); and
(3) by inserting after subsection (l) the fol-

lowing new subsection:
‘‘(m) INDEMNIFICATION OF TRANSFEREES.—(1)

With respect to the disposal of real property
under subsection (e) at the Base as part of the
Project, the Secretary shall hold harmless, de-
fend, and indemnify in full the Community and
other persons and entities described in para-
graph (2) from and against any suit, claim, de-
mand or action, liability, judgment, cost or
other fee arising out of any claim for personal
injury or property damage (including death, ill-
ness, or loss of or damage to property or eco-
nomic loss) that results from, or is in any man-
ner predicated upon, the release or threatened
release of any hazardous substance, pollutant
or contaminant, or petroleum or petroleum de-
rivative as a result of Department of Defense ac-
tivities at the Base.

‘‘(2) The persons and entities referred to in
paragraph (1) are the following:

‘‘(A) The Community (including any officer,
agent, or employee of the Community) that ac-
quires ownership or control of any real property
at the Base as described in paragraph (1).

‘‘(B) The State of Texas or any political sub-
division of the State (including any officer,
agent, or employee of the State or political sub-
division) that acquires such ownership or con-
trol.

‘‘(C) Any other person or entity that acquires
such ownership or control.

‘‘(D) Any successor, assignee, transferee,
lender, or lessee of a person or entity described
in subparagraphs (A) through (C).

‘‘(3) To the extent the persons and entities de-
scribed in paragraph (2) contributed to any such
release or threatened release, paragraph (1)
shall not apply.

‘‘(4) No indemnification may be afforded
under this subsection unless the person or entity
making a claim for indemnification—

‘‘(A) notifies the Department of Defense in
writing within two years after such claim ac-
crues or begins action within six months after
the date of mailing, by certified or registered
mail, of notice of final denial of the claim by the
Department of Defense;

‘‘(B) furnishes to the Department of Defense
copies of pertinent papers the entity receives;

‘‘(C) furnishes evidence or proof of any claim,
loss, or damage covered by this subsection; and

‘‘(D) provides, upon request by the Depart-
ment of Defense, access to the records and per-
sonnel of the entity for purposes of defending or
settling the claim or action.

‘‘(5) In any case in which the Secretary deter-
mines that the Department of Defense may be
required to make indemnification payments to a
person under this subsection for any suit, claim,
demand or action, liability, judgment, cost or
other fee arising out of any claim for personal
injury or property damage referred to in para-
graph (1), the Secretary may settle or defend, on
behalf of that person, the claim for personal in-
jury or property damage. If the person to whom
the Department of Defense may be required to
make indemnification payments does not allow
the Secretary to settle or defend the claim, the
person may not be afforded indemnification
with respect to that claim under this subsection.

‘‘(6) For purposes of paragraph (4)(A), the
date on which a claim accrues is the date on
which the plaintiff knew (or reasonably should
have known) that the personal injury or prop-
erty damage referred to in paragraph (1) was
caused or contributed to by the release or
threatened release of a hazardous substance,
pollutant or contaminant, or petroleum or petro-
leum derivative as a result of Department of De-
fense activities at the Base.

‘‘(7) Nothing in this subsection shall be con-
strued as affecting or modifying in any way sec-
tion 120(h) of the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9620(h)).

‘‘(8) In this subsection, the terms ‘facility’,
‘hazardous substance’, ‘release’, and ‘pollutant
or contaminant’ have the meanings given such
terms in section 101 of the Comprehensive Envi-
ronmental Response, Compensation, and Liabil-
ity Act of 1980, respectively (42 U.S.C. 9601).’’.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Paragraph (9) of subsection
(n) of such section, as redesignated by sub-
section (a)(2), is amended by striking ‘‘, who
shall be a civilian official of the Department ap-
pointed by the President with the advice and
consent of the Senate’’.

Subtitle C—Defense Base Closure and
Realignment

SEC. 2821. LEASE BACK OF BASE CLOSURE PROP-
ERTY.

(a) 1988 LAW.—Section 204(b)(4) of the Defense
Authorization Amendments and Base Closure
and Realignment Act (Public Law 100–526; 10
U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (E), (F),
(G), (H), and (I) as subparagraphs (F), (G), (H),
(I), and (J), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the
following new subparagraph (E):

‘‘(E)(i) The Secretary may transfer real prop-
erty at an installation approved for closure or
realignment under this title (including property
at an installation approved for realignment
which will be retained by the Department of De-
fense or another Federal agency after realign-
ment) to the redevelopment authority for the in-
stallation if the redevelopment authority agrees
to lease, directly upon transfer, one or more por-
tions of the property transferred under this sub-
paragraph to the Secretary or to the head of an-
other department or agency of the Federal Gov-
ernment. Subparagraph (B) shall apply to a
transfer under this subparagraph.

‘‘(ii) A lease under clause (i) shall be for a
term of not to exceed 50 years, but may provide
for options for renewal or extension of the term
by the department or agency concerned.

‘‘(iii) A lease under clause (i) may not require
rental payments by the United States.

‘‘(iv) A lease under clause (i) shall include a
provision specifying that if the department or
agency concerned ceases requiring the use of the
leased property before the expiration of the term

of the lease, the remainder of the lease term may
be satisfied by the same or another department
or agency of the Federal Government using the
property for a use similar to the use under the
lease. Exercise of the authority provided by this
clause shall be made in consultation with the re-
development authority concerned.

‘‘(v) Notwithstanding clause (iii) or chapter
137 of title 10, United States Code, if a lease
under clause (i) involves a substantial portion of
the installation, the department or agency con-
cerned may obtain facility services for the leased
property and common area maintenance from
the redevelopment authority or the redevelop-
ment authority’s assignee as a provision of the
lease. The facility services and common area
maintenance shall be provided at a rate no
higher than the rate charged to non-Federal
tenants of the transferred property. Facility
services and common area maintenance covered
by the lease shall not include—

‘‘(I) municipal services that a State or local
government is required by law to provide to all
landowners in its jurisdiction without direct
charge; or

‘‘(II) firefighting or security-guard func-
tions.’’.

(b) 1990 LAW.—Section 2905(b)(4)(E) of the De-
fense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990
(part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101–510; 10
U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by adding at the
end the following new clause:

‘‘(v) Notwithstanding clause (iii) or chapter
137 of title 10, United States Code, if a lease
under clause (i) involves a substantial portion of
the installation, the department or agency con-
cerned may obtain facility services for the leased
property and common area maintenance from
the redevelopment authority or the redevelop-
ment authority’s assignee as a provision of the
lease. The facility services and common area
maintenance shall be provided at a rate no
higher than the rate charged to non-Federal
tenants of the transferred property. Facility
services and common area maintenance covered
by the lease shall not include—

‘‘(I) municipal services that a State or local
government is required by law to provide to all
landowners in its jurisdiction without direct
charge; or

‘‘(II) firefighting or security-guard func-
tions.’’.

Subtitle D—Land Conveyances
PART I—ARMY CONVEYANCES

SEC. 2831. MODIFICATION OF LAND EXCHANGE,
ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL, ILLINOIS.

(a) ADDITIONAL CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—
Subsection (a) of section 2832 of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2000 (division B of Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat.
857) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘The Secretary’’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(2) The Secretary may convey to the City all
right, title, and interest of the United States in
and to an additional parcel of real property, in-
cluding improvements thereon, at the Rock Is-
land Arsenal consisting of approximately .513
acres.’’.

(b) CONSIDERATION.—Subsection (b) of such
section is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘As consider-
ation’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘subsection (a)’’ both places it
appears and inserting ‘‘subsection (a)(1)’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(2) As consideration for the conveyance
under subsection (a)(2), the City shall convey to
the Secretary all right, title, and interest of the
City in and to a parcel of real property con-
sisting of approximately .063 acres and construct
on the parcel, at the City’s expense, a new ac-
cess ramp to the Rock Island Arsenal.’’.
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SEC. 2832. MODIFICATION OF LAND CONVEY-

ANCES, FORT DIX, NEW JERSEY.
Section 2835(c) of the Military Construction

Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (division
B of Public Law 105–85; 111 Stat. 2004) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘‘(3) Notwithstanding paragraphs (1) or (2),
the Borough and Board may exchange between
each other, without the consent of the Sec-
retary, all or any portion of the property con-
veyed under subsection (a) so long as the prop-
erty continues to be used by the grantees for
economic development or educational pur-
poses.’’.
SEC. 2833. LEASE AUTHORITY, FORT DERUSSY,

HAWAII.
Notwithstanding section 809 of the Military

Construction Authorization Act, 1968 (Public
Law 90–110; 81 Stat. 309) and section 2814(b) of
the Military Construction Authorization Act,
1989 (Public Law 100–456; 102 Stat. 2117), the
Secretary of the Army may enter into a lease
with the City of Honolulu, Hawaii, for the pur-
pose of making available to the City a parcel of
real property at Fort DeRussy, Hawaii, for the
construction of a parking facility.
SEC. 2834. LAND EXCHANGE AND CONSOLIDA-

TION, FORT LEWIS, WASHINGTON.
(a) EXCHANGE AUTHORIZED.—(1) The Sec-

retary of the Army may convey to the Nisqually
Tribe, a federally recognized Indian tribe whose
tribal lands are located within the State of
Washington, all right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to two parcels of real prop-
erty, including any improvements thereon, con-
sisting of approximately 138 acres at Fort Lewis,
Washington, in exchange for the real property
described in subsection (b).

(2) The property authorized for conveyance
under paragraph (1) does not include Bonneville
Power Administration transmission facilities or
the right of way described in subsection (c).

(b) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for the
conveyance under subsection (a), the Nisqually
Tribe shall—

(1) acquire from Thurston Country, Wash-
ington, several parcels of real property con-
sisting of approximately 416 acres that are
owned by the county, are within the boundaries
of Fort Lewis, and are currently leased by the
Army, and

(2) convey fee title over the acquired property
to the Secretary.

(c) RIGHT-OF-WAY FOR BONNEVILLE POWER
ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary may use the
authority provided in section 2668 of title 10,
United States Code, to convey to the Bonneville
Power Administration a right-of-way that au-
thorizes the Bonneville Power Administration to
use real property at Fort Lewis as a route for
the Grand Coulee-Olympia and Olympia-White
River electric transmission lines and appur-
tenances to facilitate the removal of such trans-
mission lines from tribal lands of the Nisqually
Tribe.

(d) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) and ac-
quired under subsection (b) shall be determined
by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary and
the Nisqually Tribe. The cost of the survey shall
be borne by the recipient of the property.

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ances under this section as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.
SEC. 2835. LAND CONVEYANCE, WHITTIER-AN-

CHORAGE PIPELINE TANK FARM, AN-
CHORAGE, ALASKA.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
of the Army may convey, without consideration,
to the Port of Anchorage, an entity of the Mu-
nicipality of Anchorage, Alaska, all right, title,
and interest of the United States in and to two
adjoining parcels of real property, including

any improvements thereon, consisting of ap-
proximately 48 acres in Anchorage, Alaska,
which are known as of the Whittier-Anchorage
Pipeline Tank Farm, for the purpose of permit-
ting the Port of Anchorage to use the parcels for
economic development.

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne by
the recipient of the real property.

(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under this section (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

PART II—NAVY CONVEYANCES
SEC. 2841. TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION,

CENTERVILLE BEACH NAVAL STA-
TION, HUMBOLDT COUNTY, CALI-
FORNIA.

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary of
the Navy may transfer, without reimbursement,
to the administrative jurisdiction of the Sec-
retary of the Interior the real property, includ-
ing any improvements thereon, consisting of the
closed Centerville Beach Naval Station in Hum-
boldt County, California, for the purpose of per-
mitting the Secretary of the Interior to manage
the real property as open space or for other pub-
lic purposes.

(b) LEGAL DESCRIPTION.—The exact acreage
and legal description of the real property to be
transferred under this section shall be deter-
mined by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary
of the Navy. The cost of the survey shall be
borne by the Secretary of the Interior.

(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary of the Navy may require such addi-
tional terms and conditions in connection with
the transfer under this section as the Secretary
of the Navy considers appropriate to protect the
interests of the United States.
SEC. 2842. LAND CONVEYANCE, NAVAL WEAPONS

INDUSTRIAL RESERVE PLANT, TO-
LEDO, OHIO.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—(1) The Sec-
retary of the Navy may convey, without consid-
eration, to the Toledo-Lucas County Port Au-
thority, Ohio (in this section referred to as the
‘‘Port Authority’’), all right, title, and interest
of the United States in and to a parcel of real
property consisting of approximately 29 acres,
including any improvements thereon, and com-
prising the Naval Weapons Industrial Reserve
Plant, Toledo, Ohio.

(2) The Secretary may include in the convey-
ance under paragraph (1) such facilities, equip-
ment, fixtures, and other personal property lo-
cated or based on the parcel conveyed under
that paragraph, or used in connection with the
parcel, as the Secretary determines to be not re-
quired by the Navy for other purposes.

(b) LEASE AUTHORITY.—Until such time as the
real property described in subsection (a)(1) is
conveyed by deed, the Secretary may lease the
real property, together with any improvements,
facilities, equipment, fixtures, and other per-
sonal property thereon, to the Port Authority in
exchange for security services, fire protection
services, and maintenance services provided by
the Port Authority for the real property.

(c) CONDITIONS OF CONVEYANCE.—(1) The con-
veyance under subsection (a), and any lease
under subsection (b), shall be subject to the con-
ditions that the Port Authority—

(A) accept the parcel, and any improvements,
facilities, equipment, fixtures, and other per-
sonal property thereon, in their condition at the
time of the conveyance or lease, as the case may
be; and

(B) except as provided in paragraph (2), use
the parcel, and any improvements, facilities,
equipment, fixtures, and other personal property
thereon, whether directly or through an agree-

ment with a public or private entity, for eco-
nomic development, redevelopment, or retention
purposes, including the creation or preservation
of jobs and employment opportunities, or such
other public purposes as the Port Authority de-
termines appropriate.

(2) The Port Authority may at any time con-
vey, lease, or sublease, as the case may be, the
parcel, and any improvements, facilities, equip-
ment, fixtures, and other personal property
thereon, to a public or private entity for pur-
poses described in paragraph (1)(B).

(d) INSPECTION.—The Secretary may permit
the Port Authority to review and inspect the im-
provements, facilities, equipment, fixtures, and
other personal property located on the parcel
described in subsection (a)(1) for purposes of the
conveyance authorized by that subsection and
the lease authorized by subsection (b).

(e) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a)(1), and
of any facilities, equipment fixtures, or other
personal property to be conveyed under sub-
section (a)(2), shall be determined by a survey
and other means satisfactory to the Secretary.
The cost of any activities under the preceding
sentence shall be borne by the Port Authority.

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a)(1), and any lease
under subsection (b), as the Secretary considers
appropriate to protect the interests of the United
States.
SEC. 2843. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY FOR

CONVEYANCE OF NAVAL COMPUTER
AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS STA-
TION, CUTLER, MAINE.

Section 2853(a) of the Military Construction
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (division
B of the Spence Act; 114 Stat. 1654A–430) is
amended by inserting ‘‘any or’’ before ‘‘all
right’’.
SEC. 2844. MODIFICATION OF LAND CONVEYANCE,

FORMER UNITED STATES MARINE
CORPS AIR STATION, EAGLE MOUN-
TAIN LAKE, TEXAS.

Section 5 of Public Law 85–258 (71 Stat. 583) is
amended by inserting before the period at the
end the following: ‘‘or for the protection, main-
tenance, and operation of other Texas National
Guard facilities’’.
SEC. 2845. LAND TRANSFER AND CONVEYANCE,

NAVAL SECURITY GROUP ACTIVITY,
WINTER HARBOR, MAINE.

(a) TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION OF SCHOODIC
POINT PROPERTY AUTHORIZED.—(1) The Sec-
retary of the Navy may transfer, without con-
sideration, to the Secretary of the Interior ad-
ministrative jurisdiction of a parcel of real prop-
erty, including any improvements thereon and
appurtenances thereto, consisting of approxi-
mately 26 acres as generally depicted as Tract
15–116 on the map entitled ‘‘Acadia National
Park Schoodic Point Area’’, numbered 123/80,418
and dated May 2001. The map shall be on file
and available for inspection in the appropriate
offices of the National Park Service.

(2) The transfer authorized by this subsection
shall occur, if at all, concurrently with the re-
version of administrative jurisdiction of a parcel
of real property consisting of approximately 71
acres, as depicted as Tract 15–115 on the map re-
ferred to in paragraph (1), from the Secretary of
the Navy to the Secretary of the Interior as au-
thorized by Public Law 80–260 (61 Stat. 519) and
to be executed on or about June 30, 2002.

(b) CONVEYANCE OF COREA AND WINTER HAR-
BOR PROPERTIES AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
of the Navy may convey, without consideration,
to the State of Maine, any political subdivision
of the State of Maine, or any tax-supported
agency in the State of Maine, all right, title,
and interest of the United States in and to any
of the parcels of real property, including any
improvements thereon and appurtenances there-
to, consisting of approximately 485 acres and
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comprising the former facilities of the Naval Se-
curity Group Activity, Winter Harbor, Maine,
located in Hancock County, Maine, except for
the real property described in subsection (a)(1).

(c) TRANSFER OF PERSONAL PROPERTY.—The
Secretary of the Navy shall transfer, without
consideration, to the Secretary of the Interior in
the case of the real property transferred under
subsection (a), or to any recipient of such real
property in the case of real property conveyed
under subsection (b), any or all personal prop-
erty associated with such real property so trans-
ferred or conveyed, including—

(1) the ambulances and any fire trucks or
other firefighting equipment; and

(2) any personal property required to continue
the maintenance of the infrastructure of such
real property, including the generators and an
uninterrupted power supply in building 154 at
the Corea site.

(d) MAINTENANCE OF PROPERTY PENDING CON-
VEYANCE.—The Secretary of the Navy shall
maintain any real property, including any im-
provements thereon, appurtenances thereto, and
supporting infrastructure, to be conveyed under
subsection (b) until the earlier of—

(1) the date of the conveyance of such real
property under subsection (b); or

(2) September 30, 2003.
(e) INTERIM LEASE.—(1) Until such time as

any parcel of real property to be conveyed
under subsection (b) is conveyed by deed under
that subsection, the Secretary of the Navy may
lease such parcel to any person or entity deter-
mined by the Secretary to be an appropriate les-
see of such parcel.

(2) The amount of rent for a lease under para-
graph (1) shall be the amount determined by the
Secretary to be appropriate, and may be an
amount less than the fair market value of the
lease.

(f) REIMBURSEMENT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AND
OTHER ASSESSMENTS.—(1) The Secretary of the
Navy may require each recipient of real prop-
erty conveyed under subsection (b) to reimburse
the Secretary for the costs incurred by the Sec-
retary for any environmental assessment, study,
or analysis carried out by the Secretary with re-
spect to such property before completing the
conveyance under that subsection.

(2) The amount of any reimbursement required
under paragraph (1) shall be determined by the
Secretary, but may not exceed the cost of the as-
sessment, study, or analysis for which reim-
bursement is required.

(3) Section 2695(c) of title 10, United States
Code, shall apply to any amount received by the
Secretary under this subsection.

(g) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty transferred under subsection (a), and each
parcel of real property conveyed under sub-
section (b), shall be determined by a survey sat-
isfactory to the Secretary of the Navy. The cost
of any survey under the preceding sentence for
real property conveyed under subsection (b)
shall be borne by the recipient of the real prop-
erty.

(h) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary of the Navy may require such addi-
tional terms and conditions in connection with
any conveyance under subsection (b), and any
lease under subsection (e), as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

PART III—AIR FORCE CONVEYANCES
SEC. 2851. WATER RIGHTS CONVEYANCE, ANDER-

SEN AIR FORCE BASE, GUAM.
(a) AUTHORITY TO CONVEY.—In conjunction

with the conveyance of the water supply system
for Anderson Air Force Base, Guam, under the
authority of section 2688 of title 10, United
States Code, and in accordance with all the re-
quirements of that section, the Secretary of the
Air Force may convey all right, title, and inter-
est of the United States, or such lesser estate as
the Secretary considers appropriate to serve the

interests of the United States, in the water
rights related to the following Air Force prop-
erties located on Guam:

(1) Andy South, also known as the Andersen
Administrative Annex.

(2) Marianas Bonins Base Command.
(3) Andersen Water Supply Annex, also

known as the Tumon Water Well or the Tumon
Maui Well.

(b) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—The Sec-
retary may exercise the authority contained in
subsection (a) only if—

(1) the Secretary determines that adequate
supplies of potable groundwater exist under the
main base and northwest field portions of An-
dersen Air Force Base to meet the current and
long-term requirements of the installation for
water;

(2) the Secretary determines that such sup-
plies of groundwater are economically obtain-
able; and

(3) the Secretary requires the conveyee of the
water rights under subsection (a) to provide a
water system capable of meeting the water sup-
ply needs of the main base and northwest field
portions of Anderson Air Force Base, as deter-
mined by the Secretary.

(c) INTERIM WATER SUPPLIES.—If the Sec-
retary determines that it is in the best interests
of the United States to transfer title to the water
rights and utility systems at Andy South and
Andersen Water Supply Annex before placing
into service a replacement water system and well
field on Andersen Air Force Base, the Secretary
may require that the United States have the pri-
mary right to all water produced from Andy
South and Andersen Water Supply Annex until
the replacement water system and well field is
placed into service and operates to the satisfac-
tion of the Secretary. In exercising the authority
provided by this subsection, the Secretary may
retain a reversionary interest in the water rights
and utility systems at Andy South and Ander-
sen Water Supply Annex until such time as the
new replacement water system and well field is
placed into service and operates to the satisfac-
tion of the Secretary.

(d) SALE OF EXCESS WATER AUTHORIZED.—(1)
As part of the conveyance of water rights under
subsection (a), the Secretary may authorize the
conveyee of the water system to sell to public or
private entities such water from Andersen Air
Force Base as the Secretary determines to be ex-
cess to the needs of the United States. In the
event the Secretary authorizes the conveyee to
resell water, the Secretary shall negotiate a rea-
sonable return to the United States of the value
of such excess water sold by the conveyee,
which return the Secretary may receive in the
form of reduced charges for utility services pro-
vided by the conveyee.

(2) If the Secretary cannot meet the require-
ments of subsection (b), and the Secretary deter-
mines to proceed with a water utility system
conveyance under section 2688 of title 10, United
States Code, without the conveyance of water
rights, the Secretary may provide in any such
conveyance that the conveyee of the water sys-
tem may sell to public or private entities such
water from Andy South and Andersen Water
Supply Annex as the Secretary determines to be
excess to the needs of the United States. The
Secretary shall negotiate a reasonable return to
the United States of the value of such excess
water sold by the conveyee, which return the
Secretary may receive in the form of reduced
charges for utility services provided by the
conveyee.

(e) TREATMENT OF WATER RIGHTS.—For pur-
poses of section 2688 of title 10, United States
Code, the water rights referred to in subsection
(a) shall be considered as part of a utility sys-
tem (as that term is defined in subsection (h)(2)
of such section).
SEC. 2852. REEXAMINATION OF LAND CONVEY-

ANCE, LOWRY AIR FORCE BASE, COL-
ORADO.

The Secretary of the Air Force shall reevalu-
ate the terms and conditions of the pending ne-

gotiated sale agreement with the Lowry Rede-
velopment Authority for certain real property at
Lowry Air Force Base, Colorado, in light of
changed circumstances regarding the property,
including changes in the flood plain designa-
tions affecting some of the property, to deter-
mine whether the changed circumstances war-
rant a reduction in the amount of consideration
otherwise required under the agreement or other
modifications to the agreement.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

SEC. 2861. TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION FOR DE-
VELOPMENT OF ARMED FORCES
RECREATION FACILITY, PARK CITY,
UTAH.

(a) TRANSFER REQUIRED.—(1) The Secretary of
the Interior shall transfer, without reimburse-
ment, to the administrative jurisdiction of the
Secretary of the Air Force a parcel of real prop-
erty in Park City, Utah, including any improve-
ments thereon, that consists of approximately 35
acres, is located in township 2 south, range 4
east, Salt Lake meridian, and is designated as
parcel 3 by the Bureau of Land Management.

(2) The transfer shall be subject to existing
rights, except that the Secretary of the Interior
shall terminate any lease with respect to the
parcel issued under the Act of June 14, 1926
(commonly known as the Recreation and Public
Purposes Act; 43 U.S.C. 689 et seq.), and still in
effect as of the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(3) The transfer required by this subsection
shall be completed not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(b) USE OF TRANSFERRED LAND.—(1) The Sec-
retary of the Air Force may use the real prop-
erty transferred under subsection (a) as the lo-
cation for an armed forces recreation facility to
be developed using nonappropriated funds.

(2) The Secretary of the Air Force may return
the transferred property (or property acquired
in exchange for the transferred property under
subsection (c)) to the administrative jurisdiction
of the Secretary of the Interior at any time upon
certifying that development of the armed forces
recreation facility would not be in the best in-
terests of the Government.

(c) SUBSEQUENT CONVEYANCE AUTHORITY.—(1)
In lieu of developing the armed forces recreation
facility on the real property transferred under
subsection (a), the Secretary of the Air Force
may convey or lease the property to the State of
Utah, a local government, or a private entity in
exchange for other property to be used as the
site of the facility.

(2) The values of the properties exchanged by
the Secretary under this subsection either shall
be equal, or if they are not equal, the values
shall be equalized by the payment of money to
the grantor or to the Secretary as the cir-
cumstances require. The conveyance or lease
shall be on such other terms as the Secretary of
the Air Force considers to be advantageous to
the development of the facility.

(d) ALTERNATIVE DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY.—
The Secretary of the Air Force may lease the
real property transferred under subsection (a),
or any property acquired pursuant to subsection
(c), to another party and may enter into a con-
tract with the party for the design, construc-
tion, and operation of the armed forces recre-
ation facility. The Secretary of the Air Force
may authorize the contractor to operate the fa-
cility as both a military and a commercial oper-
ation if the Secretary determines that such an
authorization is a necessary incentive for the
contractor to agree to design, construct, and op-
erate the facility.

(e) LEGAL DESCRIPTION.—The exact acreage
and legal description of the real property to be
transferred under subsection (a) shall be deter-
mined by a survey. The cost of the survey shall
be borne by the Secretary of the Air Force.
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SEC. 2862. SELECTION OF SITE FOR UNITED

STATES AIR FORCE MEMORIAL AND
RELATED LAND TRANSFERS FOR
THE IMPROVEMENT OF ARLINGTON
NATIONAL CEMETERY, VIRGINIA.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) The term ‘‘Arlington Naval Annex’’ means

the parcel of Federal land located in Arlington
County, Virginia, that is subject to transfer to
the administrative jurisdiction of the Secretary
of the Army under section 2881 of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2000 (division B of Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat.
879).

(2) The term ‘‘Foundation’’ means the Air
Force Memorial Foundation, which was author-
ized in Public Law 103–163 (107 Stat. 1973; 40
U.S.C. 1003 note) to establish a memorial in the
District of Columbia or its environs to honor the
men and women who have served in the United
States Air Force and its predecessors.

(3) The term ‘‘Air Force Memorial’’ means the
United States Air Force Memorial to be estab-
lished by the Foundation.

(4) The term ‘‘Arlington Ridge tract’’ means
the parcel of Federal land in Arlington County,
Virginia, known as the Nevius Tract and trans-
ferred to the Department of the Interior in 1953,
that is bounded generally by—

(A) Arlington Boulevard (United States Route
50) to the north;

(B) Jefferson Davis Highway (Virginia Route
110) to the east;

(C) Marshall Drive to the south; and
(D) North Meade Street to the west.
(5) The term ‘‘Section 29’’ means a parcel of

Federal land in Arlington County, Virginia,
that is currently administered by the Secretary
of the Interior within the boundaries of Arling-
ton National Cemetery and is identified as ‘‘Sec-
tion 29’’.

(b) OFFER OF PORTION OF ARLINGTON NAVAL
ANNEX AS SITE FOR AIR FORCE MEMORIAL.—
Within 60 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall offer
to the Foundation an option to use, without re-
imbursement, up to three acres of the Arlington
Naval Annex as the site within which the Foun-
dation will construct the Air Force Memorial.
The offered acreage shall include the prom-
ontory adjacent to, and the land underlying,
Wing 8 of Federal Office Building #2 in the
northeast quadrant of the Arlington Naval
Annex.

(c) ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF OFFER.—
(1) DEADLINE.—Within 90 days after the date

on which the Secretary of Defense makes the
offer required by subsection (b), the Foundation
shall provide written notice to the Secretary of
the decision of the Foundation to accept or de-
cline the offer.

(2) EFFECT OF ACCEPTANCE.—Subject to sub-
section (d), if the Foundation accepts the offer
of the Secretary of Defense, the Foundation
shall relinquish all claims to the previously ap-
proved location for the Air Force Memorial. No
other commemorative work may thereafter be es-
tablished on the Arlington Naval Annex prop-
erty.

(3) EFFECT OF REJECTION.—If the Foundation
declines the offer of the Secretary of Defense,
the Foundation may resume its efforts to con-
struct the Air Force Memorial on the Arlington
Ridge tract from the farthest point of progress.
Any administrative record compiled during pre-
vious proceedings related to the siting of the me-
morial on the Arlington Ridge tract pursuant to
Public Law 103–163 (40 U.S.C. 1003 note), shall
be preserved, and all deadlines tolled, while the
Foundation is considering the offer of a site for
the memorial within the Arlington Naval Annex.

(d) PREPARATION FOR AND CONSTRUCTION OF
AIR FORCE MEMORIAL.—

(1) PREPARATION FOR CONSTRUCTION.—Not
later than two years after the date on which the
Foundation accepts the offer made under sub-
section (b) and has available sufficient funds to
construct the Air Force Memorial, the Secretary

of Defense, in coordination with the Founda-
tion, shall remove all structures and prepare the
Arlington Naval Annex site for use as may be
necessary to permit construction of the memorial
and appropriate access.

(2) CONSTRUCTION OF MEMORIAL.—Upon the
removal of structures and preparation of the
property for use as required by paragraph (1),
the Secretary of Defense shall permit the Foun-
dation to commence construction of the Air
Force Memorial on the Arlington Naval Annex
site.

(3) RELATION TO OTHER TRANSFER AUTHOR-
ITY.—Nothing in this section alters the deadline
for transfer of the Arlington Naval Annex to the
Secretary of the Army and remediation of the
transferred land for use as part of Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery, as required by section 2881 of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2000.

(4) OVERSIGHT.—The Secretary of Defense
shall have exclusive authority in all matters re-
lating to approval of the siting and design of the
Air Force Memorial on the Arlington Naval
Annex site, and the siting, design, and construc-
tion of the memorial on such site shall not be
subject to the requirements of the Commemora-
tive Works Act (40 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.).

(e) ACCESS AND MANAGEMENT OF RESULTING
AIR FORCE MEMORIAL.—The Secretary of the
Army may enter into a cooperative agreement
with the Foundation to provide for management
of the Air Force Memorial constructed on the
Arlington Naval Annex site and to guarantee
public access to the memorial.

(f) LAND TRANSFER, ARLINGTON RIDGE
TRACT.—

(1) TRANSFER REQUIRED.—Within 30 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall transfer, without re-
imbursement, to the Secretary of the Army ad-
ministrative jurisdiction over the Arlington
Ridge tract.

(2) USE OF LAND.—The Secretary of the Army
shall incorporate the Arlington Ridge tract into
Arlington National Cemetery and may designate
and use up to 15 acres of that portion of the
tract east of the Netherlands Carillon and Ma-
rine Corps Memorial as new in-ground burial
sites, for both full casket and cremated remains,
for the burial of eligible individuals in Arlington
National Cemetery. Burial sites shall not be de-
veloped within 50 feet of the pathway, in exist-
ence as of the date of the enactment of this Act,
that connects the Netherlands Carillon and the
Marine Corps Memorial or the existing roadway
that circles the Marine Corps Memorial. No
other structures shall be permitted on the Ar-
lington Ridge tract.

(3) ACCESS AND MANAGEMENT OF EXISTING ME-
MORIALS.—The Secretary of the Army and the
Secretary of the Interior shall enter into a coop-
erative agreement to continue National Park
Service management of the Netherlands Carillon
and the Marine Corps Memorial and to guar-
antee public access to these locations.

(g) LAND TRANSFER, SECTION 29.—
(1) TRANSFER REQUIRED.—Within 30 days after

the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall transfer, without re-
imbursement, to the Secretary of the Army ad-
ministrative jurisdiction over that portion of
Section 29 located more than 50 feet from Sher-
man Drive and located between Ord and Weitzel
Drive and the southern boundary of Section 29.

(2) USE OF LAND.—The Secretary of the Army
shall use the transferred property only for the
development of in-ground burial sites and col-
umbarium which are designed to meet the con-
tours of Section 29. The Secretary of the Army
shall preserve the natural setting of the parcel
and the mature trees on the parcel to the great-
est extent practicable while providing for its
efficent use as burial space.

(3) MANAGEMENT OF REMAINDER.—The Sec-
retary of the Army and the Secretary of the In-
terior shall enter into a cooperative agreement
to continue National Park Service management

of that portion of Section 29 that is not trans-
ferred under this subsection to provide a natural
setting and visual buffer for Arlington House,
the Robert E. Lee Memorial.

(h) REMOVAL OF ARLINGTON NAVAL ANNEX AS
POSSIBLE NATIONAL MILITARY MUSEUM SITE.—

(1) EXISTING NAVY ANNEX TRANSFER.—Section
2881 of the Military Construction Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Public
Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 879) is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)—
(i) by striking ‘‘(1) Subject to paragraph (2),

the’’ and inserting ‘‘The’’; and
(ii) by striking paragraph (2);
(B) by striking subsections (d), (e), and (f);

and
(C) by redesignating subsections (g) and (h) as

subsections (d) and (e), respectively.
(2) COMMISSION ON NATIONAL MILITARY MU-

SEUM.—Section 2902 of the Military Construc-
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (di-
vision B of Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 881; 10
U.S.C. 111 note) is amended by striking sub-
section (d) and inserting the following new sub-
section:

‘‘(d) PROHIBITION ON CONSIDERATION OF AR-
LINGTON NAVAL ANNEX.—The Commission may
not consider any portion of the Navy Annex
property described in section 2881 as a possible
site for a national military museum.’’.
SEC. 2863. MANAGEMENT OF THE PRESIDIO OF

SAN FRANCISCO.
(a) AUTHORITY TO LEASE CERTAIN HOUSING

UNITS FOR USE AS ARMY HOUSING.—Title I of di-
vision I of the Omnibus Parks and Public Lands
Management Act of 1996 (Public Law 104–333; 16
U.S.C. 460bb note) is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:
‘‘SEC. 107. AUTHORITY TO LEASE CERTAIN HOUS-

ING UNITS WITHIN THE PRESIDIO.
‘‘(a) AVAILABILITY OF HOUSING UNITS FOR

ARMY LEASE.—The Trust shall make available
for lease, to those persons designated by the Sec-
retary of the Army, housing units specified in
subsection (b).

‘‘(b) HOUSING UNITS.—The housing units re-
ferred to in this section are identified as follows:

‘‘(1) Liggett 715 A&B, 716 A&B, 717 A&B, 718
A&B, 719 A&B, and 720 A&B.

‘‘(2) West Washington 1401 A&B, 1403 A&B,
and 1405 B.

‘‘(3) Infantry Terrace 340, 341, 342, and 343.
‘‘(4) Wright Loop 1332.
‘‘(c) REPLACEMENT OF DAMAGED OR DE-

STROYED HOUSING UNITS.—In the event of sig-
nificant damage to or destruction of a housing
unit specified in subsection (b), the Trust shall
provide a substitute housing unit of equal size
and accommodation.

‘‘(d) LEASE AMOUNT.—The monthly amount
charged by the Trust for the lease of a housing
unit, including utilities and municipal services,
under this section shall not exceed the monthly
rate of the basic allowance for housing that the
occupant of the housing unit is entitled to re-
ceive under section 403 of title 37, United States
Code. The Department of the Army shall have
no other fiscal obligations with regard to the
housing units specified in subsection (b) or
housing units replaced pursuant to subsection
(c).

‘‘(e) RELATIONS TO TRUST FUNDING LIMITA-
TIONS.—The Trust shall comply with this section
without regard to the requirement of section
105(b) that the Trust achieve financial self-suffi-
ciency.’’.

(b) INCREASED BORROWING AUTHORITY.—Sec-
tion 104(d)(3) of title I of division I of the Omni-
bus Parks and Public Lands Management Act of
1996, as redesignated by section 101(13)(G) of the
Omnibus Parks Technical Corrections Act of
2000 (Public Law 106–176; 114 Stat. 25), is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘$50,000,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$150,000,000’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘paragraph (3) of’’.
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SEC. 2864. EFFECT OF LIMITATION ON CON-

STRUCTION OF ROADS OR HIGH-
WAYS, MARINE CORPS BASE, CAMP
PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA.

Section 2851 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (division B
of Public Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 2219), as amend-
ed by section 2881 of the Spence Act (114 Stat.
1654A–438), is amended by adding at the end the
following new subsection:

‘‘(g) LIMITATION ON CONSTRUCTION OF ROADS
OR HIGHWAYS.—If a State law enacted after
January 1, 2001, directly or indirectly prohibits
or restricts the construction or approval of a
road or highway within the easement granted
under this section, the State law shall not be ef-
fective with respect to such construction or ap-
proval.’’.
SEC. 2865. ESTABLISHMENT OF WORLD WAR II ME-

MORIAL AT ADDITIONAL LOCATION
ON GUAM.

Section 2886 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (division B
of the Spence Act; 114 Stat. 1654A–441) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘, and on
Federal lands near Yigo,’’ after ‘‘Fena Caves’’;

(2) in the heading of subsection (b), by strik-
ing ‘‘MEMORIAL’’ and inserting ‘‘MEMORIALS’’;
and

(3) in subsections (b) and (c), by striking ‘‘me-
morial’’ each place it appears and inserting
‘‘memorials’’.
TITLE XXIX—FORT IRWIN MILITARY LAND

WITHDRAWAL
SEC. 2901. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Fort Irwin
Military Land Withdrawal Act of 2001’’.
SEC. 2902. WITHDRAWAL AND RESERVATION OF

LANDS FOR NATIONAL TRAINING
CENTER.

(a) WITHDRAWAL.—Subject to valid existing
rights and except as otherwise provided in this
title, all public lands and interests in lands de-
scribed in subsection (c) are hereby withdrawn
from all forms of appropriation under the gen-
eral land laws, including the mining laws and
mineral and geothermal leasing laws, and juris-
diction over such lands and interests in lands
withdrawn and reserved by this title is hereby
transferred to the Secretary of the Army.

(b) RESERVATION.—The lands withdrawn
under subsection (a) are reserved for use by the
Secretary of the Army for the following pur-
poses:

(1) The conduct of combined arms military
training at the National Training Center.

(2) The development and testing of military
equipment at the National Training Center.

(3) Other defense-related purposes consistent
with the purposes specified in paragraphs (1)
and (2).

(4) Conservation and related research pur-
poses.

(c) LAND DESCRIPTION.—The public lands and
interests in lands withdrawn and reserved by
this section comprise approximately 110,000
acres in San Bernardino County, California, as
generally depicted as ‘‘Proposed Withdrawal
Land’’ on the map entitled ‘‘National Training
Center—Proposed Withdrawal of Public Lands
for Training Purposes,’’ dated September 21,
2000, and filed in accordance with section 2903.

(d) CHANGES IN USE.—The Secretary of the
Army shall consult with the Secretary of the In-
terior before using the lands withdrawn and re-
served by this section for any purpose other
than those purposes identified in subsection (b).

(e) INDIAN TRIBES.—Nothing in this title shall
be construed as altering any rights reserved for
tribal use by treaty or Federal law. The Sec-
retary of the Army shall consult with federally
recognized Indian tribes in the vicinity of the
lands withdrawn under subsection (a) before
taking action affecting rights or cultural re-
sources protected by treaty or Federal law.
SEC. 2903. MAP AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION.

(a) PREPARATION OF MAP AND LEGAL DESCRIP-
TION.—As soon as practicable after the date of

the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the
Interior shall—

(1) publish in the Federal Register a notice
containing the legal description of the lands
withdrawn and reserved by this title; and

(2) file a map and legal description of the
lands withdrawn and reserved by this title with
the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources
of the Senate and the Committee on Resources
of the House of Representatives.

(b) LEGAL EFFECT.—The map and legal de-
scription shall have the same force and effect as
if included in this title, except that the Sec-
retary of the Interior may correct clerical and
typographical errors in the map and legal de-
scription.

(c) AVAILABILITY.—Copies of the map and the
legal description shall be available for public in-
spection in the following offices:

(1) The offices of the California State Direc-
tor, California Desert District Office, and River-
side and Barstow Field Offices of the Bureau of
Land Management.

(2) The Office of the Commander, National
Training Center and Fort Irwin.

(d) COSTS.—The Secretary of the Army shall
reimburse the Secretary of the Interior for the
costs incurred by the Secretary of the Interior in
implementing this section.
SEC. 2904. MANAGEMENT OF WITHDRAWN AND

RESERVED LANDS.
(a) GENERAL MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY.—Dur-

ing the period of the withdrawal and reserva-
tion made by this title, the Secretary of the
Army shall manage the lands withdrawn and
reserved by this title for the purposes specified
in section 2902.

(b) TEMPORARY PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN
USE.—Military use of the lands withdrawn and
reserved by this title that result in ground dis-
turbance, as determined by the Secretary of the
Army and the Secretary of the Interior, are pro-
hibited until the Secretary of the Army and the
Secretary of the Interior certify to Congress that
there has been full compliance with respect to
such lands with the appropriate provisions of
this title, the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), and
other applicable laws.

(c) ACCESS RESTRICTIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary of the Army

determines that military operations, public safe-
ty, or national security require the closure to
the public of any road, trail, or other portion of
the lands withdrawn and reserved by this title,
the Secretary may take such action as the Sec-
retary determines necessary or desirable to effect
and maintain such closure.

(2) LIMITATION.—Any closure under para-
graph (1) shall be limited to the minimum areas
and periods that the Secretary of the Army de-
termines are required for the purposes specified
in such paragraph.

(3) NOTICE.—Immediately preceding and dur-
ing any closure under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary of the Army shall post appropriate warn-
ing notices and take other steps, as necessary,
to notify the public of the closure.

(d) INTEGRATED NATURAL RESOURCES MAN-
AGEMENT PLAN.—The Secretary of the Army
shall prepare and implement, in accordance
with title I of the Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 670 et
seq.), an integrated natural resources manage-
ment plan for the lands withdrawn and reserved
by this title. In addition to the elements required
under the Sikes Act, the integrated natural re-
sources management plan shall include the fol-
lowing:

(1) A requirement that any hunting, fishing,
and trapping on the lands withdrawn and re-
served by this title be conducted in accordance
with section 2671 of title 10, United States Code.

(2) A requirement that the Secretary of the
Army take necessary actions to prevent, sup-
press, and manage brush and range fires occur-
ring within the boundaries of Fort Irwin and
brush and range fires occurring outside the

boundaries of Fort Irwin that result from mili-
tary activities at Fort Irwin.

(e) FIREFIGHTING.—Notwithstanding section
2465 of title 10, United States Code, the Sec-
retary of the Army may obligate funds appro-
priated or otherwise available to the Secretary
of the Army to enter into a memorandum of un-
derstanding, cooperative agreement, or contract
for fire fighting services to carry out the require-
ments of subsection (d)(2). The Secretary of the
Army shall reimburse the Secretary of the Inte-
rior for costs incurred by the Secretary of the
Interior to assist in carrying out the require-
ments of such subsection.

(f) CONSULTATION WITH NATIONAL AERO-
NAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION.—In pre-
paring and implementing any plan, report, as-
sessment, survey, opinion, or impact statement
regarding the lands withdrawn and reserved by
this title, the Secretary of the Army shall con-
sult with the Administrator of the National Aer-
onautics and Space Administration whenever
proposed Army actions have the potential to af-
fect the operations or the environmental man-
agement of the Goldstone Deep Space Commu-
nications Complex. The requirement for con-
sultation shall apply, at a minimum, to the fol-
lowing:

(1) Plans for military training, military equip-
ment testing, or related activities that have the
potential of impacting communications between
Goldstone Deep Space Communications Complex
and space flight missions or other transmission
or receipt of signals from outer space by the
Goldstone Deep Space Communications Com-
plex.

(2) The integrated natural resources manage-
ment plan required by subsection (d).

(3) The West Mojave Coordinated Manage-
ment Plan referred to in section 2907.

(4) Any document prepared in compliance
with the Endangered Species Act of 1973, the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, and
other laws applicable to the lands withdrawn
and reserved by this title.

(g) USE OF MINERAL MATERIALS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this title or the
Act of July 31, 1947 (commonly known as the
Materials Act of 1947, 30 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), the
Secretary of the Army may use sand, gravel, or
similar mineral material resources of the type
subject to disposition under such Act from the
lands withdrawn and reserved by this title if the
use of such resources is required for construc-
tion needs of the National Training Center.
SEC. 2905. WATER RIGHTS.

(a) NO RESERVED WATER RIGHT ESTAB-
LISHED.—Nothing in this title shall be
construed—

(1) to establish a reservation in favor of the
United States with respect to any water or
water right on the lands withdrawn and re-
served by this title; or

(2) to authorize the appropriation of water on
such lands by the United States after the date
of the enactment of this Act, except in accord-
ance with applicable State law.

(b) EFFECT ON PREVIOUSLY ACQUIRED OR RE-
SERVED WATER RIGHTS.—This section shall not
be construed to affect any water rights acquired
or reserved by the United States before the date
of the enactment of this Act, and the Secretary
of the Army may exercise any such previously
acquired or reserved water rights.
SEC. 2906. ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE AND

ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE RE-
QUIREMENTS.

(a) AGREEMENT CONCERNING ENVIRONMENT
AND PUBLIC HEALTH.—The Secretary of the
Army and the Secretary of the Interior may
enter into such agreements concerning the envi-
ronment and public health as are necessary, ap-
propriate, and in the public interest to carry out
the purposes of this title.

(b) RELATION TO OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL
LAWS.—Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to alter the rights, responsibilities, and
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obligations of the Secretary of the Army or the
Secretary of the Interior under the Comprehen-
sive Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.)
or other environmental laws applicable to the
lands withdrawn and reserved by this title.
SEC. 2907. WEST MOJAVE COORDINATED MAN-

AGEMENT PLAN.
(a) COMPLETION.—The Secretary of the Inte-

rior shall make every effort to complete the West
Mojave Coordinated Management Plan not later
than two years after the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(b) CONSIDERATION OF WITHDRAWAL AND RES-
ERVATION IMPACTS.—The Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall ensure that the West Mojave Coordi-
nated Management Plan considers the impacts
of the availability or nonavailability of the
lands withdrawn and reserved by this title on
the plan as a whole.

(c) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall consult with the Secretary of the
Army and the Administrator of the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration in the
development of the West Mojave Coordinated
Management Plan.
SEC. 2908. RELEASE OF WILDERNESS STUDY

AREAS.
Congress hereby finds and directs that lands

withdrawn and reserved by this title have been
adequately studied for wilderness designation
pursuant to section 603(c) of the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C.
1782(c)), and are no longer subject to the re-
quirement of such section pertaining to the
management of wilderness study areas in a
manner that does not impair the suitability of
such areas for preservation as wilderness.
SEC. 2909. TRAINING ACTIVITY SEPARATION

FROM UTILITY CORRIDORS.
(a) REQUIRED SEPARATION.—All military

ground activity training on the lands with-
drawn and reserved by this title shall remain at
least 500 meters from any utility system, in exist-
ence as of the date of the enactment of this Act,
in Utility Planning Corridor D, as described in
the California Desert Conservation Area Plan,
dated 1980 and subsequently amended.

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) does not mod-
ify the use of any lands used, as of the date of
the enactment of this Act, by the National
Training Center for training or alter any right
of access granted by interagency agreement.
SEC. 2910. DURATION OF WITHDRAWAL AND RES-

ERVATION.
(a) TERMINATION DATE.—Unless extended pur-

suant to section 2911, unless relinquishment is
postponed by the Secretary of the Interior pur-
suant to section 2912(b), and except as provided
in section 2912(d), the withdrawal and reserva-
tion made by this title shall terminate 25 years
after the date of the enactment of this Act.

(b) LIMITATION ON SUBSEQUENT AVAILABILITY
FOR APPROPRIATION.—At the time of termi-
nation of the withdrawal and reservation made
by this title, the previously withdrawn lands
shall not be open to any forms of appropriation
under the general land laws, including the min-
ing laws and the mineral and geothermal leas-
ing laws, until the Secretary of the Interior pub-
lishes in the Federal Register an appropriate
order that shall state the date upon which such
lands shall be restored to the public domain and
opened.
SEC. 2911. EXTENSION OF INITIAL WITHDRAWAL

AND RESERVATION.
(a) NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—Not later

than three years before the termination date
specified in section 2910(a), the Secretary of the
Army shall notify Congress and the Secretary of
the Interior concerning whether the Army will
have a continuing military need, beyond the ter-
mination date, for all or any portion of the
lands withdrawn and reserved by this title.

(b) PROCESS FOR EXTENSION OF WITHDRAWAL
AND RESERVATION.—

(1) CONSULTATION AND APPLICATION.—If the
Secretary of the Army determines that there will

be a continuing military need after the termi-
nation date for any of the lands withdrawn and
reserved by this title, the Secretary of the Army
shall—

(A) consult with the Secretary of the Interior
concerning any adjustments to be made to the
extent of, or to the allocation of management re-
sponsibility for, such needed lands; and

(B) file with the Secretary of the Interior,
within one year after the notice required by sub-
section (a), an application for extension of the
withdrawal and reservation of such needed
lands.

(2) APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS.—Notwith-
standing any general procedure of the Depart-
ment of the Interior for processing Federal land
withdrawals, an application for extension of the
land withdrawal and reservation made by this
title shall be considered to be complete if the ap-
plication includes the information required by
section 3 of Public Law 85–337 (commonly
known as the Engle Act; 43 U.S.C. 157), except
that no information shall be required con-
cerning the use or development of mineral, tim-
ber, or grazing resources unless, and only to the
extent, the Secretary of the Army proposes to
use or develop such resources during the period
of extension.

(c) SUBMISSION OF PROPOSED EXTENSION TO
CONGRESS.—The Secretary of the Interior and
the Secretary of the Army may submit to Con-
gress a legislative proposal for the extension of
the withdrawal and reservation made by this
title. The legislative proposal shall be accom-
panied by an appropriate analysis of environ-
mental impacts associated with the proposal, as
required by section 102(2)(C) of the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C.
4332(2)(C)).
SEC. 2912. TERMINATION AND RELINQUISHMENT.

(a) NOTICE OF TERMINATION.—During the first
22 years of the withdrawal and reservation
made by this title, if the Secretary of the Army
determines that there is no continuing military
need for the lands withdrawn and reserved by
this title, or any portion of such lands, the Sec-
retary of the Army shall submit to the Secretary
of the Interior a notice of intent to relinquish
jurisdiction over such lands. The notice shall
specify the proposed date of relinquishment.

(b) ACCEPTANCE OF JURISDICTION.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior may accept jurisdiction
over any lands covered by a notice under sub-
section (a) if the Secretary of the Interior deter-
mines that the Secretary of the Army has taken
or will take all environmental response and res-
toration activities required under applicable
laws and regulations.

(c) NOTICE OF ACCEPTANCE.—If the Secretary
of the Interior decides to accept jurisdiction over
lands covered by a notice under subsection (a)
before the termination date of the withdrawal
and reservation, the Secretary shall publish in
the Federal Register an appropriate order that
shall—

(1) terminate the withdrawal and reservation
of such lands under this title;

(2) constitute official acceptance of adminis-
trative jurisdiction over the lands by the Sec-
retary of the Interior; and

(3) state the date upon which such lands shall
be opened to the operation of the general land
laws, including the mining laws and the mineral
and geothermal leasing laws, if appropriate.

(d) RETAINED ARMY JURISDICTION.—Notwith-
standing the termination date specified in sec-
tion 2910, unless and until the Secretary of the
Interior accepts jurisdiction of land proposed for
relinquishment pursuant to this section, such
land shall remain withdrawn and reserved for
the Secretary of the Army for the limited pur-
poses of environmental response and restoration
actions under section 2906 and continued land
management responsibilities pursuant to the in-
tegrated natural resources management plan re-
quired under section 2904, until such environ-
mental response and restoration activities on
those lands are completed.

(e) SEVERABILITY OF FUNCTIONS.—All func-
tions described under this section, including
transfers, relinquishments, extensions, and
other determinations, may be made on a parcel-
by-parcel basis.
SEC. 2913. DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY.

(a) SECRETARY OF THE ARMY.—The Secretary
of the Army may delegate to officials in the De-
partment of the Army such functions as the Sec-
retary of the Army may determine appropriate
to carry out this title.

(b) SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.—The func-
tions of the Secretary of the Interior under this
title may be delegated, except that the order de-
scribed in section 2912(c) may be approved and
signed only by the Secretary of the Interior, the
Deputy Secretary of the Interior, or an Assist-
ant Secretary of the Department of the Interior.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Subtitle A—National Security Programs

Authorizations
SEC. 3101. NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMIN-

ISTRATION.
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-

priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal
year 2002 for the activities of the National Nu-
clear Security Administration in carrying out
programs necessary for national security in the
amount of $6,859,895,000, to be allocated as fol-
lows:

(1) WEAPONS ACTIVITIES.—For weapons activi-
ties, $5,369,488,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A) For stewardship operation and mainte-
nance, $4,527,192,000, to be allocated as follows:

(i) For directed stockpile work, $1,043,791,000.
(ii) For campaigns, $2,036,413,000, to be allo-

cated as follows:
(I) For operation and maintenance,

$1,653,441,000.
(II) For construction, $382,972,000, to be allo-

cated as follows:
Project 01–D–101, distributed information sys-

tems laboratory, Sandia National Laboratories,
Livermore, California, $5,400,000.

Project 00–D–103, terascale simulation facility,
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,
Livermore, California, $20,000,000.

Project 00–D–105, strategic computing com-
plex, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los Ala-
mos, New Mexico, $11,070,000.

Project 00–D–107, joint computational engi-
neering laboratory, Sandia National Labora-
tories, Albuquerque, New Mexico, $5,377,000.

Project 98–D–125, tritium extraction facility,
Savannah River Plant, Aiken, South Carolina,
$81,125,000.

Project 98–D–126, accelerator production of
tritium (APT), various locations, $15,000,000.

Project 96–D–111, national ignition facility
(NIF), Lawrence Livermore National Labora-
tory, Livermore, California, $245,000,000.

(iii) For readiness in technical base and facili-
ties, $1,446,988,000, to be allocated as follows:

(I) For operation and maintenance,
$1,292,324,000.

(II) For plant projects (including mainte-
nance, restoration, planning, construction, ac-
quisition, modification of facilities, and the con-
tinuation of projects authorized in prior years,
and land acquisition related thereto),
$154,664,000, to be allocated as follows:

Project 02–D–101, microsystems and engineer-
ing sciences applications (MESA), Sandia Na-
tional Laboratories, Albuquerque, New Mexico,
$2,000,000.

Project 02–D–103, project engineering and de-
sign (PED), various locations, $9,180,000.

Project 02–D–107, electrical power systems
safety communications and bus upgrades, Ne-
vada Test Site, Nevada, $3,507,000.

Project 01–D–103, preliminary project design
and engineering, various locations, $45,379,000.
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Project 01–D–124, highly enriched uranium

(HEU) materials storage facility, Y–12 Plant,
Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $9,500,000.

Project 01–D–126, weapons evaluation test lab-
oratory, Pantex Plant, Amarillo, Texas,
$7,700,000.

Project 01–D–800, sensitive compartmented in-
formation facility, Lawrence Livermore National
Laboratory, Livermore, California, $12,993,000.

Project 99–D–103, isotope sciences facilities,
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,
Livermore, California, $4,400,000.

Project 99–D–104, protection of real property
(roof reconstruction, phase II), Lawrence Liver-
more National Laboratory, Livermore, Cali-
fornia, $2,800,000.

Project 99–D–106, model validation and system
certification center, Sandia National Labora-
tories, Albuquerque, New Mexico, $4,955,000.

Project 99–D–125, replace boilers and controls,
Kansas City Plant, Kansas City, Missouri,
$300,000.

Project 99–D–127, stockpile management re-
structuring initiative, Kansas City plant, Kan-
sas City, Missouri, $22,200,000.

Project 99–D–128, stockpile management re-
structuring initiative, Pantex Plant, Amarillo,
Texas, $3,300,000.

Project 98–D–123, stockpile management re-
structuring initiative, tritium facility mod-
ernization and consolidation, Savannah River
Plant, Aiken, South Carolina, $13,700,000.

Project 98–D–124, stockpile management re-
structuring initiative, Y–12 consolidation, Oak
Ridge, Tennessee, $6,850,000.

Project 97–D–123, structural upgrades, Kansas
City Plant, Kansas City, Missouri, $3,000,000.

Project 96–D–102, stockpile stewardship facili-
ties revitalization, Phase VI, various locations,
$2,900,000.

(B) For facilities and infrastructure,
$50,600,000.

(C) For secure transportation asset,
$121,800,000, to be allocated as follows:

(i) For operation and maintenance,
$77,571,000.

(ii) For program direction, $44,229,000.
(D) For safeguards and security, $448,881,000,

to be allocated as follows:
(i) For operations and maintenance,

$439,281,000.
(ii) For plant projects (including maintenance,

restoration, planning, construction, acquisition,
modification of facilities, and the continuation
of projects authorized in prior years, and land
acquisition related thereto), $9,600,000, to be al-
located as follows:

Project 99–D–132, stockpile management re-
structuring initiative, nuclear material safe-
guards and security upgrades project, Los Ala-
mos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, New
Mexico, $9,600,000.

(E) For program direction, $250,000,000.
(F) The total amount authorized by this para-

graph is the sum of the amounts authorized to
be appropriated by subparagraphs (A) through
(E), reduced by $28,985,000, to be derived from a
security charge for reimbursable work.

(2) DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION.—
For other nuclear security activities,
$773,700,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A) For nonproliferation and verification re-
search and development, $206,102,000, to be allo-
cated as follows:

(i) For operation and maintenance,
$170,296,000.

(ii) For plant projects (including maintenance,
restoration, planning, construction, acquisition,
modification of facilities, and the continuation
of projects authorized in prior years, and land
acquisition related thereto), $35,806,000, to be al-
located as follows:

Project 00–D–192, nonproliferation and inter-
national security center (NISC), Los Alamos Na-
tional Laboratory, Los Alamos, New Mexico,
$35,806,000.

(B) For arms control, $101,500,000.
(C) For international materials protection,

control, and accounting, $138,800,000.

(D) For highly enriched uranium trans-
parency implementation, $13,950,000.

(E) For international nuclear safety,
$10,800,000.

(F) For fissile materials control and disposi-
tion, $293,089,000, to be allocated as follows:

(i) For United States surplus fissile materials
disposition, $236,089,000, to be allocated as fol-
lows:

(I) For operation and maintenance,
$130,089,000.

(II) For plant projects (including mainte-
nance, restoration, planning, construction, ac-
quisition, modification of facilities, and the con-
tinuation of projects authorized in prior years,
and land acquisition related thereto),
$106,000,000, to be allocated as follows:

Project 01–D–407, highly enriched uranium
blend-down, Savannah River Site, Aiken, South
Carolina, $24,000,000.

Project 99–D–141, pit disassembly and conver-
sion facility, Savannah River Site, Aiken, South
Carolina, $16,000,000.

Project 99–D–143, mixed oxide fuel fabrication
facility, Savannah River Site, Aiken, South
Carolina, $63,000,000.

Project 99–D–142, immobilization and associ-
ated processing facility, Savannah River Site,
Aiken, South Carolina, $3,000,000.

(ii) For Russian surplus fissile materials dis-
position, $57,000,000, to be allocated as follows:

(I) For Russian plutonium disposition, and
support and oversight in the United States,
$56,000,000.

(II) For advanced reactor technology,
$1,000,000.

(G) For program direction, $51,459,000.
(H) The total amount authorized by this para-

graph is the sum of the amounts authorized to
be appropriated by subparagraphs (A) through
(G), reduced by $42,000,000, to be derived from
offsets and use of prior year balances.

(3) NAVAL REACTORS.—For naval reactors,
$688,045,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A) For naval reactors development,
$665,445,000, to be allocated as follows:

(i) For operation and maintenance,
$652,245,000.

(ii) For plant projects (including maintenance,
restoration, planning, construction, acquisition,
modification of facilities, and the continuation
of projects authorized in prior years, and land
acquisition related thereto), $13,200,000, to be al-
located as follows:

Project 01–D–200, major office replacement
building, Schenectady, New York, $9,000,000.

Project 90–N–102, expended core facility dry
cell project, Naval Reactors Facility, Idaho,
$4,200,000.

(B) For program direction, $22,600,000.
(4) DEFENSE NUCLEAR COUNTERINTEL-

LIGENCE.—For defense nuclear counterintel-
ligence, $13,662,000.

(5) OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATOR FOR NUCLEAR
SECURITY.—For the Office of the Administrator
for Nuclear Security, for program direction,
$15,000,000.
SEC. 3102. DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORA-

TION AND WASTE MANAGEMENT.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-

ized to be appropriated to the Department of
Energy for fiscal year 2002 for environmental
restoration and waste management activities in
carrying out programs necessary for national se-
curity in the amount of $4,646,427,000, to be allo-
cated as follows:

(1) CLOSURE PROJECTS.—For closure projects
carried out in accordance with section 3143 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1997 (Public Law 104–201; 110 Stat.
2836; 42 U.S.C. 7277n), $1,050,538,000.

(2) SITE/PROJECT COMPLETION.—For site com-
pletion and project completion in carrying out
environmental management activities necessary
for national security programs, $920,196,000, to
be allocated as follows:

(A) For operation and maintenance,
$872,030,000.

(B) For plant projects (including mainte-
nance, restoration, planning, construction, ac-
quisition, modification of facilities, and the con-
tinuation of projects authorized in prior years,
and land acquisition related thereto),
$48,166,000, to be allocated as follows:

Project 02–D–420, FB line plutonium stabiliza-
tion and packaging, Savannah River Site,
Aiken, South Carolina, $20,000,000.

Project 01–D–402, Intec cathodic protection
system expansion, Idaho National Engineering
and Environmental Laboratory, Idaho Falls,
Idaho, $3,256,000.

Project 01–D–414, preliminary project, engi-
neering and design (PE&D), various locations,
$10,254,000.

Project 99–D–402, tank farm support services,
F&H areas, Savannah River Site, Aiken, South
Carolina, $5,040,000.

Project 99–D–404, health physics instrumenta-
tion laboratory, Idaho National Engineering
and Environmental Laboratory, Idaho Falls,
Idaho, $2,700,000.

Project 98–D–453, plutonium stabilization and
handling system for plutonium finishing plant,
Richland, Washington, $1,910,000.

Project 96–D–471, chlorofluorocarbon heating,
ventilation, and air conditioning and chiller ret-
rofit, Savannah River Site, Aiken, South Caro-
lina, $4,244,000.

Project 86–D–103, decontamination and waste
treatment facility, Lawrence Livermore National
Laboratory, Livermore, California, $762,000.

(3) POST-2006 COMPLETION.—For post-2006 com-
pletion in carrying out environmental restora-
tion and waste management activities necessary
for national security programs, $3,021,201,000, to
be allocated as follows:

(A) For operation and maintenance,
$1,761,979,000.

(B) For plant projects (including mainte-
nance, restoration, planning, construction, ac-
quisition, modification of facilities, and the con-
tinuation of projects authorized in prior years,
and land acquisition related thereto), $6,754,000,
to be allocated as follows:

Project 93–D–187, high-level waste removal
from filled waste tanks, Savannah River Site,
Aiken, South Carolina, $6,754,000.

(C) For the Office of River Protection in car-
rying out environmental restoration and waste
management activities necessary for national se-
curity programs, $832,468,000, to be allocated as
follows:

(i) For operation and maintenance,
$272,151,000.

(ii) For plant projects (including maintenance,
restoration, planning, construction, acquisition,
modification of facilities, and the continuation
of projects authorized in prior years, and land
acquisition related thereto), $560,317,000, to be
allocated as follows:

Project 01–D–416, waste treatment and immo-
bilization plant, Richland, Washington,
$520,000,000.

Project 97–D–402, tank farm restoration and
safe operations, Richland, Washington,
$33,473,000.

Project 94–D–407, initial tank retrieval sys-
tems, Richland, Washington, $6,844,000.

(4) SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT.—
For science and technology development in car-
rying out environmental restoration and waste
management activities necessary for national se-
curity programs, $196,000,000.

(5) EXCESS FACILITIES.—For excess facilities in
carrying out environmental restoration and
waste management activities necessary for na-
tional security programs, $1,300,000.

(6) SAFEGUARDS AND SECURITY.—For safe-
guards and security in carrying out environ-
mental restoration and waste management ac-
tivities necessary for national security pro-
grams, $205,621,000.

(7) PROGRAM DIRECTION.—For program direc-
tion in carrying out environmental restoration
and waste management activities necessary for
national security programs, $355,761,000.

VerDate 11-MAY-2000 04:13 Sep 21, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00106 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\A20SE7.022 pfrm02 PsN: H20PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5843September 20, 2001
(b) ADJUSTMENT.—The total amount author-

ized to be appropriated by subsection (a) is the
sum of the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated by paragraphs (1) through (7) of that
subsection, reduced by $53,652,000, to be derived
from offsets and use of prior year balances.
SEC. 3103. OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated to the Department of
Energy for fiscal year 2002 for other defense ac-
tivities in carrying out programs necessary for
national security in the amount of $502,099,000,
to be allocated as follows:

(1) INTELLIGENCE.—For intelligence,
$40,844,000.

(2) COUNTERINTELLIGENCE.—For counterintel-
ligence, $32,727,000.

(3) SECURITY AND EMERGENCY OPERATIONS.—
For security and emergency operations,
$269,250,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A) For nuclear safeguards and security,
$121,188,000.

(B) For security investigations, $44,927,000.
(C) For corporate management information

programs, $20,000,000.
(D) For program direction, $83,135,000.
(4) INDEPENDENT OVERSIGHT AND PERFORM-

ANCE ASSURANCE.—For independent oversight
and performance assurance, $14,904,000.

(5) ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY, AND HEALTH.—For
the Office of Environment, Safety, and Health,
$105,293,000, to be allocated as follows:

(A) For environment, safety, and health (de-
fense), $84,500,000.

(B) For program direction, $20,793,000.
(6) WORKER AND COMMUNITY TRANSITION AS-

SISTANCE.—For worker and community transi-
tion assistance, $21,900,000, to be allocated as
follows:

(A) For worker and community transition,
$19,000,000.

(B) For program direction, $2,900,000.
(7) OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS.—For

the Office of Hearings and Appeals, $2,893,000.
(8) NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS ADMINIS-

TRATIVE SUPPORT.—For national security pro-
grams administrative support, $25,000,000.

(b) ADJUSTMENT.—The amount authorized to
be appropriated pursuant to subsection (a) is
the total of the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated by paragraphs (1) through (8) of that
subsection, reduced by $10,712,000, of which
$10,000,000 is to reflect an offset provided by use
of prior year balances and $712,000 is to reflect
an offset provided by user organizations for se-
curity investigations.
SEC. 3104. DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGE-

MENT PRIVATIZATION.
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-

priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal
year 2002 for privatization initiatives in car-
rying out environmental restoration and waste
management activities necessary for national se-
curity programs in the amount of $126,208,000,
to be allocated as follows:

Project 98–PVT–2, spent nuclear fuel dry stor-
age, Idaho Falls, Idaho, $49,332,000.

Project 97–PVT–2, advanced mixed waste
treatment project Idaho Falls, Idaho,
$40,000,000.

Project 97–PVT–3, transuranic waste treat-
ment, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $10,826,000.

Project 98–PVT–5, environmental manage-
ment/waste management disposal, Oak Ridge,
Tennessee, $26,050,000.
SEC. 3105. DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal
year 2002 for payment to the Nuclear Waste
Fund established in section 302(c) of the Nuclear
Waste Policy Act of 1982 (42 U.S.C. 10222(c)) in
the amount of $310,000,000.

Subtitle B—Recurring General Provisions
SEC. 3121. REPROGRAMMING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Until the Secretary of En-
ergy submits to the congressional defense com-

mittees the report referred to in subsection (b)
and a period of 30 days has elapsed after the
date on which such committees receive the re-
port, the Secretary may not use amounts appro-
priated pursuant to this title for any program—

(1) in amounts that exceed, in a fiscal year,
the amount authorized for that program by this
title; or

(2) which has not been presented to, or re-
quested of, Congress.

(b) REPORT.—(1) The report referred to in sub-
section (a) is a report containing a full and com-
plete statement of the action proposed to be
taken and the facts and circumstances relied
upon in support of the proposed action.

(2) In the computation of the 30-day period
under subsection (a), there shall be excluded
any day on which either House of Congress is
not in session because of an adjournment of
more than 3 days to a day certain.

(c) LIMITATIONS.—(1) In no event may the
total amount of funds obligated pursuant to this
title exceed the total amount authorized to be
appropriated by this title.

(2) Funds appropriated pursuant to this title
may not be used for an item for which Congress
has specifically denied funds.
SEC. 3122. LIMITS ON GENERAL PLANT

PROJECTS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy

may carry out any construction project under
the general plant projects authorized by this
title if the total estimated cost of the construc-
tion project does not exceed $5,000,000.

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—If, at any time
during the construction of any general plant
project authorized by this title, the estimated
cost of the project is revised because of unfore-
seen cost variations and the revised cost of the
project exceeds $5,000,000, the Secretary shall
immediately furnish a report to the congres-
sional defense committees explaining the reasons
for the cost variation.
SEC. 3123. LIMITS ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Except as provided in
paragraph (2), construction on a construction
project may not be started or additional obliga-
tions incurred in connection with the project
above the total estimated cost, whenever the
current estimated cost of the construction
project, authorized by 3101, 3102, or 3103, or
which is in support of national security pro-
grams of the Department of Energy and was au-
thorized by any previous Act, exceeds by more
than 25 percent the higher of—

(A) the amount authorized for the project; or
(B) the amount of the total estimated cost for

the project as shown in the most recent budget
justification data submitted to Congress.

(2) An action described in paragraph (1) may
be taken if—

(A) the Secretary of Energy has submitted to
the congressional defense committees a report on
the actions and the circumstances making such
action necessary; and

(B) a period of 30 days has elapsed after the
date on which the report is received by the com-
mittees.

(3) In the computation of the 30-day period
under paragraph (2), there shall be excluded
any day on which either House of Congress is
not in session because of an adjournment of
more than 3 days to a day certain.

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) does not apply
to a construction project with a current esti-
mated cost of less than $5,000,000.
SEC. 3124. FUND TRANSFER AUTHORITY.

(a) TRANSFER TO OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES.—
The Secretary of Energy may transfer funds au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Department of
Energy pursuant to this title to other Federal
agencies for the performance of work for which
the funds were authorized. Funds so transferred
may be merged with and be available for the
same purposes and for the same time period as
the authorizations of the Federal agency to
which the amounts are transferred.

(b) TRANSFER WITHIN DEPARTMENT OF EN-
ERGY.—(1) Subject to paragraph (2), the Sec-
retary of Energy may transfer funds authorized
to be appropriated to the Department of Energy
pursuant to this title between any such author-
izations. Amounts of authorizations so trans-
ferred may be merged with and be available for
the same purposes and for the same period as
the authorization to which the amounts are
transferred.

(2) Not more than 5 percent of any such au-
thorization may be transferred between author-
izations under paragraph (1). No such author-
ization may be increased or decreased by more
than 5 percent by a transfer under such para-
graph.

(c) LIMITATIONS.—The authority provided by
this section to transfer authorizations—

(1) may be used only to provide funds for
items relating to activities necessary for na-
tional security programs that have a higher pri-
ority than the items from which the funds are
transferred; and

(2) may not be used to provide funds for an
item for which Congress has specifically denied
funds.

(d) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary of
Energy shall promptly notify the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of any transfer of funds to or from
authorizations under this title.
SEC. 3125. AUTHORITY FOR CONCEPTUAL AND

CONSTRUCTION DESIGN.
(a) REQUIREMENT OF CONCEPTUAL DESIGN.—

(1) Subject to paragraph (2) and except as pro-
vided in paragraph (3), before submitting to
Congress a request for funds for a construction
project that is in support of a national security
program of the Department of Energy, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall complete a conceptual de-
sign for that project.

(2) If the estimated cost of completing a con-
ceptual design for a construction project exceeds
$3,000,000, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress a request for funds for the conceptual de-
sign before submitting a request for funds for
the construction project.

(3) The requirement in paragraph (1) does not
apply to a request for funds—

(A) for a construction project the total esti-
mated cost of which is less than $5,000,000; or

(B) for emergency planning, design, and con-
struction activities under section 3126.

(b) AUTHORITY FOR CONSTRUCTION DESIGN.—
(1) Within the amounts authorized by this title,
the Secretary of Energy may carry out construc-
tion design (including architectural and engi-
neering services) in connection with any pro-
posed construction project if the total estimated
cost for such design does not exceed $600,000.

(2) If the total estimated cost for construction
design in connection with any construction
project exceeds $600,000, funds for that design
must be specifically authorized by law.
SEC. 3126. AUTHORITY FOR EMERGENCY PLAN-

NING, DESIGN, AND CONSTRUCTION
ACTIVITIES.

(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Energy
may use any funds available to the Department
of Energy pursuant to an authorization in this
title, including funds authorized to be appro-
priated for advance planning and construction
design under sections 3101, 3102, and 3103, to
perform planning, design, and construction ac-
tivities for any Department of Energy national
security program construction project that, as
determined by the Secretary, must proceed expe-
ditiously in order to protect public health and
safety, to meet the needs of national defense, or
to protect property.

(b) LIMITATION.—The Secretary may not exer-
cise the authority under subsection (a) in the
case of any construction project until the Sec-
retary has submitted to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the activities that
the Secretary intends to carry out under this
section and the circumstances making those ac-
tivities necessary.
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(c) SPECIFIC AUTHORITY.—The requirement of

section 3125(b)(2) does not apply to emergency
planning, design, and construction activities
conducted under this section.
SEC. 3127. FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR ALL NATIONAL

SECURITY PROGRAMS OF THE DE-
PARTMENT OF ENERGY.

Subject to the provisions of appropriation Acts
and section 3121, amounts appropriated pursu-
ant to this title for management and support ac-
tivities and for general plant projects are avail-
able for use, when necessary, in connection with
all national security programs of the Depart-
ment of Energy.
SEC. 3128. AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b), when so specified in an appropria-
tions Act, amounts appropriated for operation
and maintenance or for plant projects may re-
main available until expended.

(b) EXCEPTION FOR PROGRAM DIRECTION
FUNDS.—Amounts appropriated for program di-
rection pursuant to an authorization of appro-
priations in subtitle A shall remain available to
be expended only until the end of fiscal year
2003.
SEC. 3129. TRANSFERS OF DEFENSE ENVIRON-

MENTAL MANAGEMENT FUNDS AT
FIELD OFFICES OF THE DEPART-
MENT OF ENERGY.

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY FOR DEFENSE ENVI-
RONMENTAL MANAGEMENT FUNDS.—The Sec-
retary of Energy shall provide the manager of
each field office of the Department of Energy
with the authority to transfer defense environ-
mental management funds from a program or
project under the jurisdiction of the office to an-
other such program or project.

(b) LIMITATIONS.—(1) Only one transfer may
be made to or from any program or project
under subsection (a) in a fiscal year.

(2) The amount transferred to or from a pro-
gram or project under subsection (a) may not ex-
ceed $5,000,000 in a fiscal year.

(3) A transfer may not be carried out by a
manager of a field office under subsection (a)
unless the manager determines that the transfer
is necessary to address a risk to health, safety,
or the environment or to assure the most effi-
cient use of defense environmental management
funds at the field office.

(4) Funds transferred pursuant to subsection
(a) may not be used for an item for which Con-
gress has specifically denied funds or for a new
program or project that has not been authorized
by Congress.

(c) EXEMPTION FROM REPROGRAMMING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—The requirements of section 3121
shall not apply to transfers of funds pursuant to
subsection (a).

(d) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary, acting
through the Assistant Secretary of Energy for
Environmental Management, shall notify Con-
gress of any transfer of funds pursuant to sub-
section (a) not later than 30 days after such
transfer occurs.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) The term ‘‘program or project’’ means,

with respect to a field office of the Department
of Energy, any of the following:

(A) A program referred to or a project listed in
paragraph (2) or (3) of section 3102.

(B) A program or project not described in sub-
paragraph (A) that is for environmental restora-
tion or waste management activities necessary
for national security programs of the Depart-
ment, that is being carried out by the office, and
for which defense environmental management
funds have been authorized and appropriated
before the date of the enactment of this Act.

(2) The term ‘‘defense environmental manage-
ment funds’’ means funds appropriated to the
Department of Energy pursuant to an author-
ization for carrying out environmental restora-
tion and waste management activities necessary
for national security programs.

(f ) DURATION OF AUTHORITY.—The managers
of the field offices of the Department may exer-

cise the authority provided under subsection (a)
during fiscal year 2002.
SEC. 3130. TRANSFERS OF WEAPONS ACTIVITIES

FUNDS AT NATIONAL SECURITY LAB-
ORATORIES AND NUCLEAR WEAPONS
PRODUCTION FACILITIES.

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of
Energy, acting through the Administrator for
Nuclear Security, shall provide the head of each
national security laboratory and nuclear weap-
ons production facility with the authority to
transfer weapons activities funds from a pro-
gram under the jurisdiction of such laboratory
or facility to another such program.

(b) LIMITATIONS.—(1) The amount transferred
under subsection (a) by a laboratory or facility
in a fiscal year may not exceed the lesser of—

(A) $5,000,000; and
(B) 10 percent of the total weapons activities

funds available to that laboratory or facility in
that fiscal year for programs under the jurisdic-
tion of such laboratory or facility.

(2) A transfer may not be carried out under
subsection (a) unless the head of the laboratory
or facility determines that the transfer will re-
sult in cost savings and efficiencies.

(3) A transfer may not be carried out under
subsection (a) to cover a cost overrun or sched-
uling delay for any program.

(4) Funds transferred pursuant to subsection
(a) may not be used for an item for which Con-
gress has specifically denied, limited, or in-
creased funds or for a new program that has not
been authorized by Congress.

(c) EXEMPTION FROM REPROGRAMMING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—The requirements of section 3121
shall not apply to transfers of funds pursuant to
subsection (a).

(d) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary, acting
through the Administrator for Nuclear Security,
shall notify Congress of any transfer of funds
pursuant to subsection (a) not later than 30
days after such transfer occurs.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) The term ‘‘program’’ means, with respect

to a national security laboratory or nuclear
weapons production facility, any of the fol-
lowing:

(A) A program referred to or listed in para-
graph (1) of section 3101.

(B) A program not described in subparagraph
(A) that is for weapons production or weapons
component production of the National Nuclear
Security Administration that is being carried
out by the laboratory or facility, and for which
weapons activities funds have been authorized
and appropriated before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

(2) The term ‘‘weapons activities funds’’
means funds appropriated to the Department of
Energy pursuant to an authorization for weap-
ons activities of the National Nuclear Security
Administration in carrying out programs nec-
essary for national security.

(3) The terms ‘‘national security laboratory’’
and ‘‘nuclear weapons production facility’’
have the meanings given such terms in section
3281 of the National Nuclear Security Adminis-
tration Act (title XXXII of Public Law 106–65;
113 Stat. 968; 50 U.S.C. 2471).

(f) DURATION OF AUTHORITY.—The heads of
the national security laboratories and nuclear
weapons production facilities may exercise the
authority provided under subsection (a) during
fiscal year 2002.

Subtitle C—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

SEC. 3131. TERMINATION DATE OF OFFICE OF
RIVER PROTECTION, RICHLAND,
WASHINGTON.

Subsection (f) of section 3139 of the Strom
Thurmond National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1999 (Public Law 105–261; 112
Stat. 2250), as amended by section 3141 of the
Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into
law by Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–462),
is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(f) TERMINATION.—(1) The Office shall termi-
nate on the later to occur of the following dates:

‘‘(A) September 30, 2010.
‘‘(B) The date on which the Assistant Sec-

retary of Energy for Environmental Manage-
ment determines, in consultation with the head
of the Office, that continuation of the Office is
no longer necessary to carry out the responsibil-
ities of the Department of Energy under the Tri-
Party Agreement.

‘‘(2) The Assistant Secretary shall notify, in
writing, the committees referred to in subsection
(d) of a determination under paragraph (1).

‘‘(3) In this subsection, the term ‘Tri-Party
Agreement’ means the Hanford Federal Facility
Agreement and Consent Order entered into
among the Department of Energy, the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, and the State of
Washington Department of Ecology.’’.
SEC. 3132. ORGANIZATIONAL MODIFICATIONS

FOR NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY
ADMINISTRATION.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PRINCIPAL DEPUTY AD-
MINISTRATOR.—(1) Subtitle A of the National
Nuclear Security Administration Act is amended
by inserting after section 3213 (50 U.S.C. 2403)
the following new section:
‘‘SEC. 3213A. PRINCIPAL DEPUTY ADMINIS-

TRATOR.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) There is in the Admin-

istration a Principal Deputy Administrator, who
is appointed by the President, by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate.

‘‘(2) The Principal Deputy Administrator shall
be appointed from among persons who—

‘‘(A) have extensive background in national
security, organizational management, and ap-
propriate technical fields; and

‘‘(B) are well qualified to manage the nuclear
weapons, nonproliferation, and materials dis-
position programs of the Administration in a
manner that advances and protects the national
security of the United States.

‘‘(b) DUTIES.—Subject to the authority, direc-
tion, and control of the Administrator, the Prin-
cipal Deputy Administrator shall perform such
duties and exercise such powers as the Adminis-
trator may prescribe, including the coordination
of activities among the elements of the Adminis-
tration. The Principal Deputy Administrator
shall act for, and exercise the powers of, the Ad-
ministrator when the Administrator is disabled
or the position of Administrator is vacant.’’.

(2) The table of contents preceding section
3201 of such Act is amended by inserting after
the item relating to section 3213 the following
new item:
‘‘Sec. 3213A. Principal Deputy Administrator.’’

(3) Section 5315 of title 5, United States Code,
is amended—

(A) by inserting before the item relating to
Deputy Administrators of the National Nuclear
Security Administration the following new item:

‘‘Principal Deputy Administrator, National
Nuclear Security Administration.’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘Additional’’ before ‘‘Deputy
Administrators of the National Nuclear Security
Administration’’.

(b) ELIMINATION OF REQUIREMENT THAT NA-
TIONAL SECURITY LABORATORIES AND NUCLEAR
WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES REPORT TO
DEPUTY ADMINISTRATOR FOR DEFENSE PRO-
GRAMS.—Section 3214 of the National Nuclear
Security Administration Act (50 U.S.C. 2404) is
amended by striking subsection (c).

(c) REPEAL OF DUPLICATIVE PROVISION.—Sec-
tion 3245 of the National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration Act (50 U.S.C. 2443) is repealed.
SEC. 3133. CONSOLIDATION OF NUCLEAR CITIES

INITIATIVE PROGRAM WITH INITIA-
TIVES FOR PROLIFERATION PREVEN-
TION PROGRAM.

The Administrator for Nuclear Security shall
consolidate the Nuclear Cities Initiative program
with the Initiatives for Proliferation Prevention
program under a single management line. The
consolidation shall be completely accomplished
not later than July 1, 2002.

VerDate 11-MAY-2000 04:13 Sep 21, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00108 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\A20SE7.022 pfrm02 PsN: H20PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5845September 20, 2001
SEC. 3134. DISPOSITION OF SURPLUS DEFENSE

PLUTONIUM AT SAVANNAH RIVER
SITE, AIKEN, SOUTH CAROLINA.

(a) CONSULTATION REQUIRED.—The Secretary
of Energy shall consult with the Governor of the
State of South Carolina regarding any decisions
or plans of the Secretary related to the disposi-
tion of surplus defense plutonium located at the
Savannah River Site, Aiken, South Carolina, in-
cluding the plan required by subsection (b).

(b) PLAN FOR DISPOSITION.—Not later than
February 1, 2002, the Secretary shall submit to
Congress a plan for disposal of the surplus de-
fense plutonium currently located at the Savan-
nah River Site and for disposal of defense pluto-
nium and defense plutonium materials to be
shipped to the Savannah River Site in the fu-
ture. The plan shall review each option consid-
ered for such disposal, identify the preferred op-
tion, and state the cost of construction and op-
eration of the facilities required by the Depart-
ment of Energy’s Record of Decision for the
Storage and Disposition of Weapons-Usable
Fissile Materials Final Programmatic Environ-
mental Impact Statement dated January 14,
1997. The plan shall also specify a schedule for
the expeditious construction of such facilities,
including milestones, and a firm schedule for
funding the cost of such facilities. The plan
shall specify, in addition, the means by which
all such plutonium will be removed in a timely
manner from the Savannah River Site for stor-
age or disposal elsewhere.

(c) REQUIREMENT FOR ALTERNATIVE DISPOSI-
TION.—If the Secretary determines that pro-
ceeding with construction of the Plutonium Im-
mobilization Plant at the Savannah River Site is
not feasible, the Department shall modify the
design of the Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication fa-
cility at the Savannah River Site so that it in-
cludes an immobilization capability. If the Sec-
retary determines that proceeding with the
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication facility is not fea-
sible, the Department shall proceed with con-
struction of the Plutonium Immobilization
Plant.

(d) LIMITATION ON PLUTONIUM SHIPMENTS.—If
the plan required in subsection (b) is not sub-
mitted to Congress by February 1, 2002, the Sec-
retary shall be prohibited from shipping defense
plutonium or defense plutonium materials to the
Savannah River Site during the period begin-
ning on February 1, 2002, and ending on the
date on which such plan is submitted to Con-
gress.

SEC. 3135. SUPPORT FOR PUBLIC EDUCATION IN
THE VICINITY OF LOS ALAMOS NA-
TIONAL LABORATORY, NEW MEXICO.

(a) SUPPORT FOR FISCAL 2002.—From amounts
appropriated or otherwise made available to the
Secretary of Energy by this title—

(1) $5,000,000 shall be available for payment
by the Secretary for fiscal year 2002 to the not-
for-profit Los Alamos National Laboratory
Foundation, as chartered in accordance with
section 3167(a) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Public Law
105–85; 111 Stat. 2052); and

(2) $8,000,000 shall be available for extension
of the contract between the Department of En-
ergy and the Los Alamos Public Schools through
fiscal year 2002.

(b) SUPPORT FOR FISCAL 2003.—Subject to the
availability of appropriations, the Secretary is
authorized to—

(1) make payment for fiscal year 2003 similar
to the payment referred to in subsection (a)(1);
and

(2) provide for a contract extension through
fiscal 2003 similar to the contract extension re-
ferred to in subsection (a)(2).

(c) USE OF FUNDS.—The foundation referred
to in subsection (a)(1) shall—

(1) utilize funds provided under this section as
a contribution to the endowment fund for the
foundation; and

(2) use the income generated from investments
in the endowment fund that are attributable to
payments made under this section to fund pro-
grams to support the educational needs of chil-
dren in public schools in the vicinity of Los Ala-
mos National Laboratory.

(d) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 2002,
the Secretary shall submit to the congressional
defense committees a report setting forth the fol-
lowing:

(1) An evaluation of the requirements for con-
tinued payments beyond fiscal year 2003 into
the endowment fund of the foundation referred
to in subsection (a) to enable the foundation to
meet the goals of the Department to support the
recruitment and retention of staff at the Los Al-
amos National Laboratory.

(2) The Secretary’s recommendations for any
further support beyond fiscal year 2003 directly
to the Los Alamos Public Schools.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

SEC. 3201. AUTHORIZATION.
There are authorized to be appropriated for

fiscal year 2002, $18,500,000 for the operation of

the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board
under chapter 21 of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2286 et seq.).

TITLE XXXIII—NATIONAL DEFENSE
STOCKPILE

SEC. 3301. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:
(1) The term ‘‘National Defense Stockpile’’

means the stockpile provided for in section 4 of
the Strategic and Critical Materials Stock Piling
Act (50 U.S.C. 98c).

(2) The term ‘‘National Defense Stockpile
Transaction Fund’’ means the fund established
under section 9(a) of the Strategic and Critical
Materials Stock Piling Act (50 U.S.C. 98h(a)).

(3) The term ‘‘Market Impact Committee’’
means the Market Impact Committee appointed
under section 10(c) of the Strategic and Critical
Materials Stock Piling Act (50 U.S.C. 98h–1(c)).
SEC. 3302. AUTHORIZED USES OF STOCKPILE

FUNDS.

(a) OBLIGATION OF STOCKPILE FUNDS.—Dur-
ing fiscal year 2002, the National Defense Stock-
pile Manager may obligate up to $65,200,000 of
the funds in the National Defense Stockpile
Transaction Fund for the authorized uses of
such funds under section 9(b)(2) of the Strategic
and Critical Materials Stock Piling Act (50
U.S.C. 98h(b)(2)), including the disposal of haz-
ardous materials that are environmentally sen-
sitive.

(b) ADDITIONAL OBLIGATIONS.—The National
Defense Stockpile Manager may obligate
amounts in excess of the amount specified in
subsection (a) if the National Defense Stockpile
Manager notifies Congress that extraordinary or
emergency conditions necessitate the additional
obligations. The National Defense Stockpile
Manager may make the additional obligations
described in the notification after the end of the
45-day period beginning on the date on which
Congress receives the notification.

(c) LIMITATIONS.—The authorities provided by
this section shall be subject to such limitations
as may be provided in appropriations Acts.
SEC. 3303. DISPOSAL OF OBSOLETE AND EXCESS

MATERIALS CONTAINED IN NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE STOCKPILE.

(a) DISPOSAL AUTHORIZED.—Subject to sub-
section (b), the President may dispose of certain
materials contained in the National Defense
Stockpile that are obsolete or excess to stockpile
requirements, in the quantities specified in the
following table:

Authorized Stockpile Disposals

Material for disposal Quantity

Bauxite, Refractory ..................................................................................................... 40,000 short tons
Chromium Metal ......................................................................................................... 3,512 short tons
Iridium ....................................................................................................................... 25,140 troy ounces
Jewel Bearings ............................................................................................................ 30,273,221 pieces
Manganese, Ferro HC .................................................................................................. 209,074 short tons
Palladium ................................................................................................................... 11 troy ounces
Quartz Crystal ............................................................................................................ 216,648 pounds
Tantalum Metal Ingot ................................................................................................. 120,228 pounds of contained Tantalum
Tantalum Metal Powder .............................................................................................. 36,020 pounds of contained Tantalum
Thorium Nitrate .......................................................................................................... 600,000 pounds

(b) CONSULTATION WITH MARKET IMPACT

COMMITTEE.—In disposing of materials under
subsection (a), the President shall consult with
the Market Impact Committee to ensure that the
disposal of the materials does not disrupt the
usual markets of producers, processors, and con-
sumers of the materials.

(c) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER DISPOSAL AU-
THORITY.—The disposal authority provided in
subsection (a) is new disposal authority and is
in addition to, and shall not affect, any other
disposal authority provided by law regarding

the materials specified in the table in such sub-
section.

SEC. 3304. EXPEDITED IMPLEMENTATION OF AU-
THORITY TO DISPOSE OF COBALT
FROM NATIONAL DEFENSE STOCK-
PILE.

Section 3305(a)(1) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Public Law
105–85; 50 U.S.C. 98d note) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘fiscal year 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘the two-
fiscal year period ending September 30, 2003’’.

TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM
RESERVES

SEC. 3401. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) AMOUNT.—There are hereby authorized to
be appropriated to the Secretary of Energy
$17,371,000 for fiscal year 2002 for the purpose of
carrying out activities under chapter 641 of title
10, United States Code, relating to the naval pe-
troleum reserves.

(b) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—Funds appro-
priated pursuant to the authorization of appro-
priations in subsection (a) shall remain avail-
able until expended.
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TITLE XXXV—MARITIME ADMINISTRATION
SEC. 3501. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

FOR FISCAL YEAR 2002.
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-

priated for fiscal year 2002, to be available with-
out fiscal year limitation if so provided in ap-
propriations Acts, for the use of the Department
of Transportation for the Maritime Administra-
tion as follows:

(1) For expenses necessary for operations and
training activities, $89,054,000.

(2) For expenses under the loan guarantee
program authorized by title XI of the Merchant
Marine Act, 1936 (46 App. U.S.C. 1271 et seq.),
$103,978,000, of which—

(A) $100,000,000 is for the cost (as defined in
section 502(5) of the Federal Credit Reform Act
of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a(5))) of loan guarantees
under the program; and

(B) $3,978,000 is for administrative expenses
related to loan guarantee commitments under
the program.

(3) For expenses to dispose of obsolete vessels
in the National Defense Reserve Fleet,
$10,000,000.
SEC. 3502. DEFINE ‘‘WAR RISKS’’ TO VESSELS TO

INCLUDE CONFISCATION, EXPRO-
PRIATION, NATIONALIZATION, AND
DEPRIVATION OF THE VESSELS.

Section 1201(c) of the Merchant Marine Act,
1936 (46 App. U.S.C. 1281(c)) is amended to read
as follows:

‘‘(c) The term ‘war risks’ includes to such ex-
tent as the Secretary may determine—

‘‘(1) all or any part of any loss that is ex-
cluded from marine insurance coverage under a
‘free of capture or seizure’ clause, or under
analogous clauses; and

‘‘(2) other losses from hostile acts, including
confiscation, expropriation, nationalization, or
deprivation.’’.
SEC. 3503. HOLDING OBLIGOR’S CASH AS COLLAT-

ERAL UNDER TITLE XI OF MER-
CHANT MARINE ACT, 1936.

Title XI of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936 (46
App. U.S.C. 1271 et seq.) is amended by inserting
after section 1108 the following:
‘‘SEC. 1109. DEPOSIT FUND.

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF DEPOSIT FUND.—
There is established in the Treasury a deposit
fund for purposes of this section. The Secretary
may, in accordance with an agreement under
subsection (b), deposit into and hold in the de-
posit fund cash belonging to an obligor to serve
as collateral for a guarantee under this title
made with respect to the obligor.

‘‘(b) AGREEMENT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary and an obli-

gor shall enter into a reserve fund or other col-
lateral account agreement to govern the deposit,
withdrawal, retention, use, and reinvestment of
cash of the obligor held in the deposit fund es-
tablished by subsection (a).

‘‘(2) TERMS.—The agreement shall contain
such terms and conditions as are required under
this section and such additional terms as are
considered by the Secretary to be necessary to
protect fully the interests of the United States.

‘‘(3) SECURITY INTEREST OF UNITED STATES.—
The agreement shall include terms that grant to
the United States a security interest in all
amounts deposited into the deposit fund.

‘‘(c) INVESTMENT.—The Secretary may invest
and reinvest any part of the amounts in the de-
posit fund established by subsection (a) in obli-
gations of the United States with such matu-
rities as ensure that amounts in the deposit
fund will be available as required for purposes
of agreements under subsection (b). Cash bal-
ances of the deposit fund in excess of current re-
quirements shall be maintained in a form of
uninvested funds and the Secretary of the
Treasury shall pay interest on these funds.

‘‘(d) WITHDRAWALS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The cash deposited into the

deposit fund established by subsection (a) may
not be withdrawn without the consent of the
Secretary.

‘‘(2) USE OF INCOME.—Subject to paragraph
(3), the Secretary may pay any income earned
on cash of an obligor deposited into the deposit
fund in accordance with the terms of the agree-
ment with the obligor under subsection (b).

‘‘(3) RETENTION AGAINST DEFAULT.—The Sec-
retary may retain and offset any or all of the
cash of an obligor in the deposit fund, and any
income realized thereon, as part of the Sec-
retary’s recovery against the obligor in case of a
default by the obligor on an obligation.’’.

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2002
for military activities of the Department of
Defense, for military construction, and for
defense activities of the Department of En-
ergy, to prescribe personnel strengths for
such fiscal year for the Armed Forces, and
for other purposes.’’.

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment to
the committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute is in order except
those specified in the previous order of
the House.

Except as specified in that order,
each amendment printed in the report
shall be considered only in the order
placed at the desk, may be offered only
by a Member designated on the amend-
ment or a designee, shall be considered
read, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for a division of the question.

Each amendment shall be debatable
for 10 minutes, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent of the amendment, and shall not
be subject to amendment, except that
the chairman and ranking minority
member each may offer one pro forma
amendment for the purpose of further
debate on any pending amendment.

It shall be in order at any time for
the chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services or his designee to offer
amendments en bloc consisting of
amendments not earlier disposed of or
germane modifications of any such
amendment.

The amendments en bloc shall be
considered read, except that modifica-
tions shall be reported, shall be debat-
able for 10 minutes, equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and rank-
ing minority member, or their des-
ignees.

The original proponent of an amend-
ment included in the amendments en
bloc may insert a statement in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD immediately
before disposition of the amendments
en bloc.

The Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole may recognize for consider-
ation of amendments out of the order
previously specified, but not sooner
than 1 hour after the chairman of the
Committee on Armed Services or a des-
ignee announces from the floor a re-
quest to that effect.

After disposition of the amendments
specified in the previous order of the
House, the Committee shall rise with-
out motion. No further consideration
of the bill shall be in order except pur-
suant to a subsequent order of the
House.
AMENDMENTS EN BLOC OFFERED BY MR. STUMP

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
offer amendments en bloc made in
order by order of the House of yester-
day.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendments en bloc.

The text of the amendments en bloc
is as follows:

Amendments En Bloc offered by Mr.
STUMP: consisting of the amendments origi-
nally proposed by the following Members and
made in order by the order of the House of
September 19, 2001:

Mr. Hall of Ohio,
Mr. Manzullo,
Mr. Lantos,
Mr. Spratt,
Mr. Stearns (Amdt #50),
Mr. Weldon of Pennsylvania (Amdt #81),
Mr. Ehrlich,
Mr. Kirk,
Mr. Boyd,
Mr. Farr of California, and
Mr. Lewis of California:

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HALL OF OHIO:

At the end of title II (page 43, after line 9),
insert the following new subtitle:

Subtitle E—Air Force Science and
Technology for the 21st Century

SEC. 251. SHORT TITLE.

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Air
Force Science and Technology for the 21st
Century Act’’.

SEC. 252. SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY INVEST-
MENT AND DEVELOPMENT PLAN-
NING.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the Secretary of the Air Force
should carry out each of the following:

(1) Continue and improve efforts to ensure
that—

(A) the Air Force science and technology
community is represented, and the rec-
ommendations of that community are con-
sidered, at all levels of program planning and
budgetary decisionmaking within the Air
Force;

(B) advocacy for science and technology
development is institutionalized across all
levels of Air Force management in a manner
that is not dependent on individuals; and

(C) the value of Air Force science and tech-
nology development is made increasingly ap-
parent to the warfighters, by linking the
needs of those warfighters with decisions on
science and technology development.

(2) Complete and adopt a policy directive
that provides for changes in how the Air
Force makes budgetary and nonbudgetary
decisions with respect to its science and
technology development programs and how
it carries out those programs.

(3) At least once every five years, conduct
a review of the long-term challenges and
short-term objectives of the Air Force
science and technology programs that is con-
sistent with the review specified in section
252 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as
enacted into law by Public Law 106–398; 114
Stat. 1654A–46).

(4) Ensure that development and science
and technology planning and investment ac-
tivities are carried out for future space
warfighting systems and for future nonspace
warfighting systems in an integrated man-
ner.

(5) Elevate the position within the Office of
the Secretary of the Air Force that has pri-
mary responsibility for budget and policy de-
cisions for science and technology programs.

(b) REINSTATEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT PLAN-
NING.—(1) The Secretary of the Air Force
shall reinstate and implement a revised de-
velopment planning process that provides for
each of the following:
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(A) Coordinating the needs of Air Force

warfighters with decisions on science and
technology development.

(B) Giving input into the establishment of
priorities among science and technology pro-
grams.

(C) Analyzing Air Force capability options
for the allocation of Air Force resources.

(D) Developing concepts for technology,
warfighting systems, and operations with
which the Air Force can achieve its critical
future goals.

(E) Evaluating concepts for systems and
operations that leverage technology across
Air Force organizational boundaries.

(F) Ensuring that a ‘‘system-of-systems’’
approach is used in carrying out the various
Air Force capability planning exercises.

(G) Utilizing existing analysis capabilities
within the Air Force product centers in a
collaborative and integrated manner.

(2) Not later than one year after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
the Air Force shall submit to Congress a re-
port on the implementation of the planning
process required by paragraph (1). The report
shall include the annual amount that the
Secretary considers necessary to carry out
paragraph (1).
SEC. 253. STUDY AND REPORT ON EFFECTIVE-

NESS OF AIR FORCE SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM CHANGES.

(a) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of the
Air Force, in cooperation with the National
Research Council of the National Academy
of Sciences, shall carry out a study to deter-
mine how the changes to the Air Force
science and technology program imple-
mented during the past two years affect the
future capabilities of the Air Force.

(b) MATTERS STUDIED.—(1) The study shall
independently review and assess whether
such changes as a whole are sufficient to en-
sure the following:

(A) That the concerns about the manage-
ment of the science and technology program
that have been raised by the Congress, the
Defense Science Board, the Air Force
Science Advisory Board, and the Air Force
Association have been adequately addressed.

(B) That appropriate and sufficient tech-
nology is available to ensure the military su-
periority of the United States and counter
future high-risk threats.

(C) That the science and technology invest-
ments are balanced to meet the near-, mid-,
and long-term needs of the Air Force.

(D) That technologies are made available
that can be used to respond flexibly and
quickly to a wide range of future threats.

(E) That the Air Force organizational
structure provides for a sufficiently senior
level advocate of science and technology to
ensure an ongoing, effective presence of the
science and technology community during
the budget and planning process.

(2) In addition, the study shall independ-
ently assess the specific changes to the Air
Force science and technology program as fol-
lows:

(A) Whether the biannual science and tech-
nology summits provide sufficient visibility
into, and understanding and appreciation of,
the value of the science and technology pro-
gram to the senior level of Air Force budget
and policy decisionmakers.

(B) Whether the applied technology coun-
cils are effective in contributing the input of
all levels beneath the senior leadership into
the coordination, focus, and content of the
science and technology program.

(C) Whether the designation of the com-
mander of the Air Force Materiel Command
as the science and technology budget advo-
cate is effective to assure that an adequate
budget top line is set.

(D) Whether the revised development plan-
ning process is effective to aid in the coordi-

nation of the needs of the Air Force
warfighters with decisions on science and
technology investments and the establish-
ment of priorities among different science
and technology programs.

(E) Whether the implementation of section
252 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as
enacted into law by Public Law 106–398; 114
Stat. 1654A–46) is effective to identify the
basis for the appropriate science and tech-
nology program top line and investment
portfolio.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 60 days after
the date on which the study required by sub-
section (a) is completed, the Secretary of the
Air Force shall submit to Congress the re-
sults of the study.

(d) FUNDING.—Of the amount made avail-
able pursuant to section 201(3) for research,
development, test, and evaluation for the Air
Force, $950,000 shall be available only to
carry out this section.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MANZULLO:
At the end of subtitle A of title VIII (page

248, after line 9), insert the following new
section:
SEC. 8ll. INCREASE OF ASSISTANCE LIMITA-

TION REGARDING PROCUREMENT
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRO-
GRAMS.

Section 2414(a)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘$300,000’’ and
inserting ‘‘$600,000’’.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LANTOS:
Strike section 1044 (page 281 beginning line

6), relating to a sense of the Congress regard-
ing Kwajalein Atoll.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SPRATT:
At the end of title X (page 307, after line

20), insert the following new section:
SEC. 10ll. LEASING OF NAVY SHIPS FOR UNI-

VERSITY NATIONAL OCEANO-
GRAPHIC LABORATORY SYSTEM.

Subsection (g) of section 2667 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new paragraph:

‘‘(3) Paragraph (1) does not apply to a re-
newal or extension of a lease by the Sec-
retary of the Navy with a selected institu-
tion for operation of a ship within the Uni-
versity National Oceanographic Laboratory
System if, under the lease, each of the fol-
lowing applies:

‘‘(A) Use of the ship is restricted to feder-
ally supported research programs and to
non-Federal uses under specific conditions
with approval by the Secretary of the Navy.

‘‘(B) Because of the anticipated value to
the Navy of the oceanographic research and
training that will result from the ship’s op-
eration, no monetary lease payments are re-
quired from the lessee under the initial lease
or under any renewal or extension.

‘‘(C) The lessee is required to maintain the
ship in a good state of repair, readiness, and
efficient operating condition, conform to all
applicable regulatory requirements, and as-
sume full responsibility for the safety of the
ship, its crew, and scientific personnel
aboard.’’.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STEARNS:

At the end of subtitle E of title X (page 307,
after line 20), insert the following new sec-
tion:
SEC. ll. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING CON-

TINUED UNITED STATES COMMIT-
MENT TO RESTORING LAFAYETTE
ESCADRILLE MEMORIAL, MARNES
LA-COGUETTE, FRANCE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) The Lafayette Escadrille, an aviation
squadron within the French Lafayette Fly-
ing Corps, was formed April 16, 1916.

(2) The Lafayette Escadrille consisted of
aviators from the United States who volun-
teered to fight for the people of France dur-
ing World War I.

(3) 265 volunteers from the United States
served in the Lafayette Flying Corps, com-
pleting 3,000 combat sorties and amassing
nearly 200 victories.

(4) The Lafayette Escadrille won 4 Legions
of Honor, 7 Medailles Militaires, and 31 cita-
tions, each with a Croix de Guerre.

(5) In 1918, command of the Lafayette Esca-
drille was transferred to the United States,
where the Lafayette Escadrille became the
combat air force of the United States.

(6) In 1921, a Franco-American committee
was organized to locate a final resting place
for the 68 United States aviators who lost
their lives flying for France during World
War I.

(7) The Lafayette Escadrille Memorial was
dedicated on July 4, 1928, in honor of all
United States aviators who flew for France
during World War I.

(8) The Lafayette Escadrille Memorial
Foundation, located in the United States and
in France, was founded by Nelson Cromwell
in 1930 and endowed with a $1,500,000 trust for
the maintenance and upkeep of the Lafay-
ette Escadrille Memorial.

(9) Environmental conditions have contrib-
uted to structural damage to, and the overall
degradation of, the Lafayette Escadrille Me-
morial, preventing the holding of memorial
services inside the crypt.

(10) The French Government has pledged
funds to support a restoration of the Lafay-
ette Escadrille Memorial.

(11) The Lafayette Escadrille Memorial
should be restored to its original beauty to
honor all the United States aviators who
flew for France during World War I and to
demonstrate the respect of the United States
for the sacrifices made by all Americans who
have served our Nation and our allies.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the United States should con-
tinue to honor its commitment to the United
States aviators who lost their lives flying for
France during World War I by appropriating
sufficient funds to restore the Lafayette Es-
cadrille Memorial in Marnes La-Coguette,
France.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. WELDON OF
PENNSYLVANIA:

At the end of title X (page 307, after line
20), insert the following new section:

SEC. ll. DESIGNATION OF FIREFIGHTER AS-
SISTANCE PROGRAM IN HONOR OF
FLOYD D. SPENCE, A FORMER MEM-
BER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENT-
ATIVES, AND SENSE OF CONGRESS
ON NEED TO CONTINUE THE PRO-
GRAM.

(a) DESIGNATION.—Section 33(b)(2)(A) of the
Federal Fire Prevention and Control Act of
1974 (15 U.S.C. 2229(b)(2)(A)) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘AND DESIGNATION’’ after
‘‘ESTABLISHMENT’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: ‘‘The program of firefighter assist-
ance administered by the Office shall be
known as the ‘Floyd D. Spence Memorial Do-
mestic Defenders Initiative’.’’.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—The firefighters
assistance grant program authorized by sec-
tion 33 of the Federal Fire Prevention and
Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 2229) is recog-
nized as having served as an effective device
in Congress’ ongoing effort to address the
needs of America’s fire service, and it is the
sense of Congress that the program should be
reauthorized for fiscal year 2003 and subse-
quent fiscal years at a higher level of fund-
ing.
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. EHRLICH:

At the end of title XII (page 331, after line
15), insert the following new section:
SEC. 12ll. AUTHORITY FOR EMPLOYEES OF

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT CONTRAC-
TORS TO ACCOMPANY CHEMICAL
WEAPONS INSPECTION TEAMS AT
GOVERNMENT-OWNED FACILITIES.

(a) AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT INSPECTIONS.—
Section 303 of the Chemical Weapons Con-
vention Implementation Act of 1998 (as con-
tained in Public Law 105–277; 112 Stat. 2681–
873; 22 U.S.C. 6723) is amended in subsection
(b)(2) by inserting ‘‘(and in the case of in-
spection of Federal Government-owned fa-
cilities, such designation may include em-
ployees of a contractor with the Federal
Government)’’ after ‘‘Federal Government’’.

(b) PROCEDURES FOR INSPECTIONS.—Section
304 of such Act (22 U.S.C. 6724) is amended in
subsection (c) by inserting ‘‘or contractor
with the Federal Government’’ after ‘‘Fed-
eral Government’’.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KIRK:
At the end of subtitle B of title XXVIII

(page 394, after line 20), insert the following
new section:
SEC. ll. USE OF BUILDINGS ON MILITARY IN-

STALLATIONS AND RESERVE COM-
PONENT FACILITIES AS POLLING
PLACES.

(a) USE OF MILITARY INSTALLATIONS AU-
THORIZED.—Section 2670 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

‘‘(b) USE AS POLLING PLACES.—(1) Notwith-
standing chapter 29 of title 18 (including sec-
tions 592 and 593 of such title), the Secretary
of a military department may make a build-
ing located on a military installation under
the jurisdiction of the Secretary available
for use as a polling place in any Federal,
State, or local election for public office.

‘‘(2) Once a military installation is made
available as the site of a polling place with
respect to a Federal, State, or local election
for public office, the Secretary shall con-
tinue to make the site available for subse-
quent elections for public office unless the
Secretary provides to Congress advance no-
tice in a reasonable and timely manner of
the reasons why the site will no longer be
made available as a polling place.

‘‘(3) In this subsection, the term ‘military
installation’ has the meaning given the term
in section 2687(e) of this title.’’.

(b) USE OF RESERVE COMPONENT FACILI-
TIES.—(1) Section 18235 of such title is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘‘(c) Pursuant to a lease or other agree-
ment under subsection (a)(2), the Secretary
may make a facility covered by subsection
(a) available for use as a polling place in any
Federal, State, or local election for public
office notwithstanding chapter 29 of title 18
(including sections 592 and 593 of such title).
Once a facility is made available as the site
of a polling place with respect to an election
for public office, the Secretary shall con-
tinue to make the facility available for sub-
sequent elections for public office unless the
Secretary provides to Congress advance no-
tice in a reasonable and timely manner of
the reasons why the facility will no longer be
made available as a polling place.’’.

(2) Section 18236 of such title is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

‘‘(e) Pursuant to a lease or other agree-
ment under subsection (c)(1), a State may
make a facility covered by subsection (c)
available for use as a polling place in any
Federal, State, or local election for public
office notwithstanding chapter 29 of title 18
(including sections 592 and 593 of such
title).’’.

(c) CONFORMING AND CLERICAL AMEND-
MENTS.—(1) section 2670 of such title is fur-
ther amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘Under’’ and inserting ‘‘(a)
USE BY RED CROSS.—Under’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘this section’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘this subsection’’.

(2) The heading of such section is amended
to read as follows:
‘‘§ 2670. Buildings on military installations:

use by American National Red Cross and as
polling places’’.
(3) The item relating to such section in the

table of sections at the beginning of chapter
159 of such title is amended to read as fol-
lows:
‘‘2670. Buildings on military installations:

use by American National Red
Cross and as polling places.’’.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BOYD:
At the end of part III of subtitle D of title

XXVIII (page 414, after line 7), insert the fol-
lowing new section:
SEC. 285ll. LAND CONVEYANCE, DEFENSE FUEL

SUPPORT POINT, FLORIDA.
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-

retary of the Air Force may convey, without
consideration, to Florida State University,
all right, title and interest of the United
States in and to a parcel of real property
known as ‘‘Defense Fuel Support Point’’, in-
cluding any improvements thereon, located
in Lynn Haven, Florida, and consisting of ap-
proximately 200 acres for the purpose of es-
tablishing a National Coastal Research Cen-
ter.

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of the real
property to be conveyed under subsection (a)
shall be determined by a survey satisfactory
to the Secretary. The cost of the survey
shall be borne by the Secretary.

(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—
The Secretary may require such additional
terms and conditions in connection with the
conveyance under subsection (a) as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to protect the
interests of the United States.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FARR OF
CALIFORNIA:

At the end of title XXVIII (page 427, after
line 7), insert the following new section:
SEC. 2866. ADDITIONAL EXTENSION OF DEM-

ONSTRATION PROJECT FOR PUR-
CHASE OF FIRE, SECURITY, POLICE,
PUBLIC WORKS, AND UTILITY SERV-
ICES FROM LOCAL GOVERNMENT
AGENCIES.

Section 816(c) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (Public
Law 103–337; 108 Stat. 2820), as added by sec-
tion 2873 of the Strom Thurmond National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1999 (Public Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 2225), is
amended by inserting before the period at
the end the following: ‘‘, with regard to fire-
fighting and police services, and September
30, 2003, with regard to other services de-
scribed in under subsection (a)’’.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LEWIS OF
CALIFORNIA:

At the end of title XXVIII (page 427, after
line 7), insert the following new section:
SEC. 2866. CONVEYANCE OF AVIGATION EASE-

MENTS, FORMER NORTON AIR
FORCE BASE, CALIFORNIA.

The Administrator of General Services
shall convey, without consideration, to the
Inland Valley Development Agency (the re-
development authority for former Norton
Air Force Base, California) two avigation
easements (identified as APN 289–231–08 and
APN 289–232–08) held by the United States.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
order of the House of Wednesday, Sep-
tember 19, 2001, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. STUMP) and the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) each will
control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP).

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. STEARNS).

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Chairman, I
wish to thank the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. STUMP), my good friend, for
incorporating my amendments as part
of the manager’s amendment in this
defense authorization bill.

My first amendment concerns the de-
teriorating state of the Lafayette-Es-
cadrille Memorial. It is basically a
sense of the Congress resolution. This
memorial honors all U.S. aviators who
flew for France in World War I. I laid a
wreath at the memorial on June 17
with 40 of my colleagues in attendance
to commemorate the 85th anniversary
of the squadron’s formation.

Seven Americans originally formed
the squadron. When the escadrille
transferred to the U.S. command in
1918, 265 American volunteers had
served in the French air service with
180 of those having flown combat mis-
sions. In all, the escadrille flew 3,000
combat sorties, amassing nearly 200
victories. In fact, the escadrille became
the birth of the United States Air
Force.

A joint French/American committee
was organized at the end of World War
I to locate a final resting place for
those Americans who died there. With
land donated by the French Govern-
ment, the Lafayette-Escadrille Memo-
rial was dedicated on July 4, 1928. It is
essentially an American cemetery with
68 Americans who gave their lives in-
terred in the memorial.

Sadly, this memorial is in desperate
need of repair. The structure sits in a
meadow with a high water table. Heavy
rains flood the tomb, exacerbated by
the poor functioning drains and water
leaking through the terrace behind the
memorial. Structural repairs are need-
ed for the crypt and the overall founda-
tion and double glass is needed to pro-
tect the remarkable stained glass win-
dows.

The Lafayette-Escadrille Memorial
Foundation was endowed originally
with a $1.5 million trust fund for its
maintenance, but that has been ex-
hausted. The French Government has
pledged funds and has begun working
in earnest to repair this memorial. I
want to point out that the foundation
is an American not-for-profit and is
subject to IRS regulations governing
not-for-profit activities.

Madam Chairman, our men and
women in uniform, present and future
and past, we hold those who served in
the highest regard; and they should be
remembered. I have received letters
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from descendents of members of the
Lafayette-Escadrille offering their sup-
port, and I have received calls from
persons only wanting to see the memo-
rial restored.

Our men and women in uniform de-
serve the best this Nation can give
them. Such action should not stop at
their deaths.

The second amendment that I offer
and is part of the en bloc amendment
highlights the need for the Department
of Defense to realign its focus on using
energy efficient technologies. I feel
that the Department of Defense should
take into account the recommenda-
tions contained in the report by the
Defense Science Board entitled ‘‘More
Capable War-Fighting Through Re-
duced Fuel Burden.’’

The report states: ‘‘Military fuel con-
sumption for aircraft, ships, ground ve-
hicles and facilities make the Depart-
ment of Defense the single largest con-
sumer of petroleum in America, per-
haps in the world. Naval forces depend
each day on millions of gallons of fuel
to operate around the globe. The Air
Force spends approximately 85 percent
of its fuel budget to deliver, by air-
borne tankers, just 6 percent of its an-
nual jet fuel usage.’’

It is without a doubt that fuel cost is
directly associated with military readi-
ness. By no means, however, should the
DOD sacrifice performance require-
ments to save a few gallons of fuel. Ob-
viously, including energy efficiency as
a requirement under DOD’s procure-
ment process and investing in new im-
provements through its S&T commu-
nity is a significant step in the direc-
tion of curtailing energy consumption
in a responsible manner, while main-
taining the performance and overall
military capability.

The DSB report states ‘‘that the larg-
est element of the total fuel cost in
DOD is the cost of delivery.’’ Improv-
ing on daily use of fuel for both combat
and support units could reduce the lo-
gistics need while allowing units to de-
ploy and remain in the field for a
longer sustained period of time.

Undoubtedly, a component in the war
against terrorism will be the use of
lighter, more mobile forces. So, it is
imperative that we improve our logis-
tics capability and reduce the ‘‘logis-
tics tail.’’ As the DSB report notes,
‘‘efficiency is a strong component of
agility.’’

So I again want to thank the chair-
man, the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
STUMP), for allowing me to incorporate
these into the manager’s amendment;
and I urge the adoption of the man-
ager’s amendment.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
might say that we have seen these
amendments on our side, and we fully
agree and approve of them.

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
move to strike the last word, and I
yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. WELDON).

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Chairman, I want to thank our
distinguished chairman and ranking
member for their support of three
amendments in this en bloc amend-
ment that I introduced. The first one I
think is perhaps the most important
that I want to talk about.

Two years ago I made a recommenda-
tion to our leadership that we establish
a task force that would integrate our
domestic response network, our fire
and EMS community, with our mili-
tary. That task force recommendation
was accepted and the panel that was
established became known as the Advi-
sory Panel to Assess Domestic Re-
sponse Capabilities for Terrorism In-
volving Weapons of Mass Destruction,
more commonly known as the Gilmore
Commission, because the Gilmore Com-
mission has been chaired by Governor
Gilmore of Virginia.

b 1500
This commission for the past 2 years

has been looking at ways that we can
further integrate our military and the
response of our first responders, our
fire and EMS personnel.

Madam Chairman, this commission
has done tremendous work in giving us
recommendations to assist our domes-
tic defenders who just this past week
were the first responders at the World
Trade Center.

In fact, Madam Chairman, I went to
New York on Friday. I went up on Fri-
day for a very specific reason. The Gil-
more Commission, the task force we
are extending for 2 years, had members
from all aspects of our urban response
network: the military, domestic fire
service.

The representative of the New York
City Fire Department in charge of Spe-
cial Operations Command was Ray
Downey. Ray Downey is a friend of
mine who escorted me at the first
World Trade Center bombing in 1993.
Thirty minutes after the buildings col-
lapsed in New York this past week, as
the New York City firefighters were
providing their first response, Ray
Downey was killed. Ray Downey was
the chief of the special operations func-
tion for the New York City depart-
ment. He was a member of the commis-
sion that we are going to extend for 2
more years in this amendment. He was
the point person to help us understand
how our military and our urban re-
sponse community and civilian re-
sponse community could interact.

He was making specific recommenda-
tions, Madam Chairman, that have
helped us better integrate our two net-
works. In fact, one of the results of
their recommendations was that initia-
tive last year that is, in fact, the sub-
ject of a second amendment that we
have accepted. That amendment deals
with the recommendation by this Con-
gress that we accept the firefighter as-
sistance program that we first put into
place last year.

Last year it was $100 million. We had
$300 billion of requests across the coun-
try. What we are asking for is an ex-
tension of that program, and the
amendment here says that Congress
should renew the authorization for
that program.

That program, again, was a bipar-
tisan effort. The gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER) and the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL), Con-
gressmen on our side, including the
chairman of our Committee on Armed
Services and our ranking member, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), were the reason why that rec-
ommendation became law.

This year we are in the process of
giving out $100 million of direct grants
through FEMA that are going to local
fire and emergency services groups
across the country, including the New
York City Fire Department.

So the recommendation in the second
amendment is to continue that pro-
gram and to name it after the honor-
able Floyd Spence, without whose ac-
ceptance, as our committee chairman,
it would not have become law. That
does not diminish the work by other
colleagues, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER), the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PASCRELL), the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. STUMP), and a whole host of
other Members from the Congress.

But we are naming it after Floyd
Spence because he was the one, as
chair of the committee, that allowed
this program to move forward.

Madam Chairman, these two amend-
ments are critically important because
they both deal with events of the past
week. They also show that this com-
mittee was far in front of the Congress
and the American people in preparing
for the kind of incident that we saw
occur on Tuesday.

That kind of foresight is what this
Committee on Armed Services has been
doing since I have been here in Con-
gress for 15 years. It continues with the
leadership of our chairman and our
ranking member. I thank them both
for including the amendments that I
offer. I thank them for their commit-
ment not just to our military, but our
domestic defenders.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield to the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
FROST).

(Mr. FROST asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FROST. Madam Chairman, I rise
in support of the defense authorization
bill.

Madam Chairman, I am pleased that the
House of Representatives is getting back to
regular business so quickly—and I’m particu-
larly glad that we’re starting with this bill.

After the horror of September 11th, every-
one in this Congress and around the country
understands the importance of maintaining the
finest military in the world.

I have no doubt that the men and women of
America’s armed forces will rise to the chal-
lenges posed by today’s dangerous new
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world. And I have no doubt that this Congress
will ensure America’s military has the re-
sources it needs to win the war on terrorism.

Indeed, this bill is a good example of the bi-
partisan support America’s armed forces
enjoy. It passed the Armed Services Com-
mittee on a bipartisan vote of 58 to 1. Demo-
crats and Republicans are strongly committed
to a first-rate military that will protect this na-
tion and its people, and that will maintain our
position as the chief protector of democracy
and the rule of law throughout the world.

I am particularly pleased that this bill will im-
prove quality of life for men and women in uni-
form and their families. It increases basic mili-
tary pay, and provides important resources for
military family housing and for military retirees’
health care.

Additionally, this bill continues our commit-
ment to the wide range of weapons programs
that ensure our military superiority throughout
the world—which will be particularly important
as we prepare for a new and dangerous
world.

Madam Chairman, the first duty of the Con-
gress and the President is to provide for the
national defense, and the men and women
who protect it. I am proud that this bipartisan
bill takes major steps toward accomplishing
that goal, and I support it strongly.

Still, I, like many others, believe we need to
do more—more especially to provide for
‘‘Homeland Defense’’ and to fight terrorism.
Our top priority should be ensuring that Ameri-
cans are never again victimized by another
barbaric attack like September 11th. So I look
forward to working with Republicans and
Democrats over the next few days to ensure
that our armed forces have the resources to
win this war on terror.

Mr. MANZULLO. Madam Chairman, I want
to convey my thanks to the Chairman and the
Ranking Minority Member of the House Armed
Services Committee for including my amend-
ment to the managers’ amendment to HR
2586. My provision doubles the Defense Lo-
gistics Agency (DLA) grant match to states
which run state-wide Procurement Technical
Assistance Centers (PTACs) program so that
they would be able to receive up to $600,000
in funding.

Small business participation in government
procurement is dropping, particularly for De-
fense Department contracts. For new con-
tracts worth over $25,000, the number of small
businesses winning these opportunities
dropped from a high of 70,088 in 1995 to
41,075 in 1999. Even for sales opportunities to
the federal government of $2,500 or less,
which used to be reserved for small business,
the number of small purchase actions from
small businesses decreased from nearly 10
million in 1995 to 3.8 million in 2000. One so-
lution to this problem is to enhance the role of
Procurement Technical Assistance Centers
(PTACs).

During the 1980’s, Congress created local
PTACs around the country to increase small
business participation in defense procurement.
Modeled after Small Business Development
Centers (SDBCs) run by the Small Business
Administration (SBA), these centers offer free
advice and help to small businesses both in
educating them about how to get involved in
government procurement and also how to ob-
tain contracts. Most of the PTACs are co-lo-
cated in a local higher education institution.

About half of the funding for most of the
PTACs comes from Defense Logistics Agency

(DLA). The remainder comes from the state
government and/or the local host such as the
community college. States currently have a
choice: they can either ask for up to $300,000
to run a state-wide program or regional cen-
ters can ask for up to $150,000 to run a pro-
gram locally. Some states have decided to run
a statewide program in order to have con-
tinuity of service throughout the state. How-
ever, some states have allowed regional or
city PTACs to operate.

Currently, 15 states have regional or city
PTACs that receive an excess of $300,000.
For example, Pennsylvania received nearly
$1.2 million in DLA funding to run eight re-
gional PTACs. Similarly, Michigan received
just over $1 million to run eight regional
PTACs. The current funding formula penalizes
states like my home state of Illinois who have
opted for a seamless delivery of procurement
assistance services throughout the state but
also serve a large population.

My amendment, which was also introduced
as a clean bill (H.R. 2689) supported by all the
Illinois Members of the House Armed Services
Committee, increases the DLA grant match to
states that run a state-wide PTAC program so
that they would be able to receive up to
$600,000 in funding, double the current level
of $300,000. This would potentially benefit 30
states and one territory that either have a
statewide PTAC program or only one city par-
ticipates in the PTAC program. These include,
in alphabetical order: Alaska, Alabama, Arkan-
sas, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia,
Iowa, Idaho, Illinois, Kentucky, Massachusetts,
Maryland, Maine, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mon-
tana, North Carolina, Nebraska, New Hamp-
shire, New Mexico, Nevada, Oregon, Puerto
Rico, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Ten-
nessee, Utah, Vermont, Washington, and Wy-
oming.

There are also the five states and four other
territories that do not have any PTAC program
which could potentially benefit from this
amendment. These include, in alphabetical
order: America Samoa, Colorado, the District
of Columbia, Guam, Hawaii, Kansas, North
Dakota, South Dakota, and the Virgin Islands.

It is important to remember that each state
with a state-wide run PTAC program would
not automatically receive a $600,000 grant
from the DLA because each proposal would
have to stand on its own merits. Currently, 10
states and one territory do not even receive
the full $300,000 in grant funds from the DLA
authorized to run a statewide PTAC program.
Thus, this proposal does not necessarily mean
that the cost of the program would imme-
diately balloon. Only those states that submit
a sound proposal who serve a large popu-
lation would qualify for the maximum of
$600,000, as contained in my amendment.

Finally, the Manzullo amendment does not
mean that the 15 states with regional or city
PTACs would receive less funding. This
amendment is silent on the match received
from DLA to regional or city PTACs.

With the criticism of recent Pentagon pro-
curements that disadvantage small busi-
nesses, my amendment is one positive way to
remedy the problem. I respectfully urge my
colleagues to support the managers’ amend-
ment.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Madam Chairman, I rise
in support of the Hall Amendment, the ‘‘Air
Force Science and Technology for the 21st
Century Act,’’ which is included in the en bloc

amendment. The amendment addresses defi-
ciencies in the Air Force’s planning and budg-
et process for the Science and Technology
(S&T) program to better link the future needs
of the warfighter with S&T investment deci-
sions and to increase support for the S&T pro-
gram at senior levels of Air Force leadership.
The amendment expresses the sense of Con-
gress that the Air Force solidify and institu-
tionalize the steps that it has already taken to
address the planning and budgeting defi-
ciencies. It also requires the Air Force to rein-
state ‘‘development planning’’ as part of the
planning and budgeting process to help the Air
Force Research Laboratory better define the
technologies most likely required by tomor-
row’s defense needs. Furthermore, the
amendment requires a study by National
Academy of Sciences’ National Research
Council (NRC) to assess the effect of recent
organizational changes in the operation of the
Air Force S&T program to the future capabili-
ties of the Air Force.

After a decade of decline, in the last few
years, the Department of Defense (DoD) has
made modest increases in S&T funding. How-
ever, the increases have not been made uni-
formly across all of the services. Among the
military services, the Air Force’s spending on
S&T has seen the most dramatic decline.
Once, the rate of Air Forces A&T spending
was almost equal to the Army and Navy com-
bined. Now it is the lowest of the three serv-
ices. Air Force spending on S&T has dropped
by almost 50 percent from 1989 to 2001
measured in constant dollars. This decline in
spending has been widely critized as a threat
to the future ability of the Air Force to field
weapon systems employing cutting edge tech-
nologies. Especially critical in light of recent
events, the Air Force may not have the
technolgy available to respond to future
emerging threats including threats of terrorism
to homeland security.

In recent years, Congress has made efforts
to reverse the decline in Air Force S&T devel-
opment by appropriating funds greater than
rquested in the President’s budget request.
Congress has also enacted legislation man-
dating improvements in the S&T program
management and requesting expert opinions
on what changes should be made. After pres-
sure from Congress, the academic community,
the aerospace industry, and Air Force advo-
cates, the Air Force made fundamental
changes in how it makes budgetary and non
budgetary policy decisions for its science and
technology development programs and the
management of those programs. However, de-
spite these worthwhile efforts, additional
measures are needed to ensure sufficient lev-
els of advocacy for science and technology
development within the Air Force and that the
best decisions are made for science and tech-
nology investment.

One factor contributing to the decline in Air
Force science and technology is the lack of a
proactive development planning process that
analyzes the long-term needs of the warfighter
to guide the direction of scientific research.
Without a strong link between the technology
needs of the warfighter and the work of the Air
Force Research Laboratory, the science and
technology program risks insufficient support
within the Air Force and a misdirected focus.
Until the mid 1990s, Congress funded an of-
fice of development planning sometimes called
the ‘‘crystal ball office,’’ which bridged the gap
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between laboratory and warfighter. The proc-
ess has since been discontinued. Restoration
of this planning function was a key rec-
ommendation of the recent study of the Air
Force Science Advisory Board and it was sup-
ported in testimony this year before the House
Armed Services Subcommittee on Military Re-
search and Development. My amendment re-
quires the Air Force to reinstate a revised de-
velopment planning process and report back
to Congress on the new program format.

Another contributing factor is the lack of a
sufficiently high level Air Force leader with du-
ties focused solely on science, technology,
and engineering. This was pointed out in re-
cent reports by the Air Force Association and
National Academy of Sciences’ National Re-
search Council. Currently, the top policy slot is
the Deputy Assistant Secretary for Science,
Technology and Engineering with the grade of
SES–5, the civilian equivalent of a major gen-
eral. This amendment expresses the sense of
Congress that the position should be elevated
to a higher level within the organization.

In the last year, the Air Force has instituted
several new initiatives to improve science re-
search. These include biannual S&T Summits
to increase the visibility, understanding and
appreciation of the value of the S&T program
to senior Air Force leaders; establishing Ap-
plied Technology Councils to provide input
from levels beneath senior management into
the coordination, focus and content of the S&T
program; and the designation of the Com-
mander of Air Force Material Command as the
general officer advocate for the S&T budget.
Also, section 252 of P.L. 106–398, The Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001, enacted in 2000, called for a com-
prehensive review of the long-term challenges
and short-term objectives of the Air Force S&T
program. My amendment requires the National
Academy of Sciences’ National Research
Council (NRC) to study the effectiveness of
these changes and make recommendations
for further improvements in the management
of the S&T program. The amendment author-
izes $950,000 for the study from the funds
currently authorized under section 201(3) of
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2002.

My amendment also expresses the sense of
Congress that the Air Force should continue
and improve on the recent actions taken by
the Air Force to solidify and institutionalize the
S&T management and budget decisions proc-
ess; formally adopt the policy directives to im-
plement those actions; conduct at least once
every five years a review of long-term chal-
lenges and short-term objectives of the Air
Force science and technology program; and
ensure the integration of science and tech-
nology development for space and nonspace
warfighting systems.

In light of recent events, it is important to
note that military experts believe that maintain-
ing the United States’ technological superiority
is key to fighting terrorism. However, numer-
ous studies have suggested that the invest-
ment science is inadequate to meet the needs
of fighting the future emerging threats includ-
ing threats to homeland security. My amend-
ment is aimed at helping the Air Force de-
velop the necessary technology to respond
flexibly and quickly to a wide range of future
threats, including terrorism.

My amendment requires no sweeping
changes in the management of the Air Force

S&T program. Rather, it is intended to nudge
the Air Force back toward increased support
for scientific research as an integral part of its
mission and to restore its traditional role as
the technology service that most depends on
scientific advances to maintain military superi-
ority.

I strongly urge the adoption of the amend-
ment.

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Chairman, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendments en bloc offered by the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP).

The amendments en bloc were agreed
to.
AMENDMENTS EN BLOC OFFERED BY MR. STUMP

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
offer amendments en bloc made in
order by the House yesterday.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendments en bloc:

The text of the amendments en bloc
is as follows:

Amendments en bloc offered by Mr. STUMP
consisting of the amendments originally pro-
posed by the following Members and made in
order by the order of the House of September
19, 2001: Mr. OSE, Mr. BEREUTER, Mr. UNDER-
WOOD, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. STRICKLAND, Ms.
VELÁZQUEZ, No. 46 offered by Mr. STEARNS,
Mrs. TAUSCHER, No. 70 offered by Mr. WELDON
of Pennsylvania, No. 78 offered by Mr.
WELDON of Pennsylvania, and Mrs. KELLY:

Amendment offered by Mr. OSE:
In section 341, relating to assistance to

local educational agencies that benefit de-
pendents of members of the Armed Forces
and Department of Defense civilian employ-
ees (page 64, beginning line 20), strike sub-
sections (a) and (b) and insert the following
new subsections:

(a) CONTINUATION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE PROGRAM FOR FISCAL YEAR 2002.—Of
the amount authorized to be appropriated
pursuant to section 301(5) for operation and
maintenance for Defense-wide activities—

(1) $30,000,000 shall be available only for the
purpose of providing educational agencies as-
sistance to local educational agencies; and

(2) $1,000,000 shall be available only for the
purpose of making payments to local edu-
cational agencies to assist such agencies in
adjusting to reductions in the number of
military dependent students as a result of
the closure or realignment of military in-
stallations, as provided in section 386(d) of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102–484; 20
U.S.C. 7703 note).

(b) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than June 30,
2002, the Secretary of Defense shall notify
each local educational agency that is eligible
for assistance or a payment under subsection
(a) for fiscal year 2002 of—

(1) that agency’s eligibility for the assist-
ance or payment; and

(2) the amount of the assistance or pay-
ment for which that agency is eligible.

Amendment Offered by Mr. BEREU-
TER:

At the end of subtitle B of title V (page 115,
after line 18), insert the following new sec-
tion:
SEC. 520. PREPARATION FOR, PARTICIPATION IN,

AND CONDUCT OF ATHLETIC COM-
PETITIONS BY THE NATIONAL
GUARD AND MEMBERS OF THE NA-
TIONAL GUARD.

(a) ATHLETIC AND SMALL ARMS COMPETI-
TIONS.—Section 504 of title 32, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following new subsection:

‘‘(c) CONDUCT OF AND PARTICIPATION IN CER-
TAIN COMPETITIONS.—(1) Under regulations
prescribed by the Secretary of Defense,
members and units of the National Guard
may conduct and compete in a qualifying
athletic competition or a small arms com-
petition so long as—

‘‘(A) the conduct of, or participation in,
the competition does not adversely affect
the quality of training or otherwise interfere
with the ability of a member or unit of the
National Guard to perform the military
functions of the member or unit;

‘‘(B) National Guard personnel will en-
hance their military skills as a result of con-
ducting or participating in the competition;
and

‘‘(C) the conduct of or participation in the
competition will not result in a significant
increase in National Guard costs.

‘‘(2) Facilities and equipment of the Na-
tional Guard, including military property
and vehicles described in section 508(c) of
this title, may be used in connection with
the conduct of or participation in a quali-
fying athletic competition or a small arms
competition under paragraph (1).’’.

(b) OTHER MATTERS.—Such section is fur-
ther amended by adding after subsection (c),
as added by subsection (a) of this section, the
following new subsections:

‘‘(d) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—(1) Subject
to paragraph (2) and such limitations as may
be enacted in appropriations Acts and such
regulations as the Secretary of Defense may
prescribe, amounts appropriated for the Na-
tional Guard may be used to cover—

‘‘(A) the costs of conducting or partici-
pating in a qualifying athletic competition
or a small arms competition under sub-
section (c); and

‘‘(B) the expenses of members of the Na-
tional Guard under subsection (a)(3), includ-
ing expenses of attendance and participation
fees, travel, per diem, clothing, equipment,
and related expenses.

‘‘(2) Not more than $2,500,000 may be obli-
gated or expended in any fiscal year under
subsection (c).

‘‘(e) QUALIFYING ATHLETIC COMPETITION DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘qualifying
athletic competition’ means a competition
in athletic events that require skills rel-
evant to military duties or involve aspects of
physical fitness that are evaluated by the
armed forces in determining whether a mem-
ber of the National Guard is fit for military
duty.’’.

(c) STYLISTIC AMENDMENTS.—Such section
is further amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘AUTHOR-
IZED ACTIVITIES.—’’ after ‘‘(a)’’; and

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘AUTHOR-
IZED LOCATIONS.—’’ after ‘‘(b)’’.

(d) CONFORMING AND CLERICAL AMEND-
MENTS.—(1) Subsection (a) of such section is
amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and’’
after the semicolon;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; or’’ and
inserting a period; and

(C) by striking paragraph (3).
(2) The heading of such section is amended

to read as follows:
‘‘§ 504. National Guard schools; small arms

competitions; athletic competitions’’.
(3) The item relating to section 504 in the

table of sections at the beginning of chapter
5 of title 10, United States Code, is amended
to read as follows:
‘‘504. National Guard schools; small arms

competitions; athletic competi-
tions.’’.

Amendment offered by Mr. UNDERWOOD:
At the end of section 552 (page 166, after

line 5), insert the following new subsection:
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(f) STATE DEFINED.—In this section, the

term ‘‘State’’ includes the District of Colum-
bia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
Guam, the Virgin Islands, and American
Samoa.

Amendment offered by Mr. GILCHREST:
At the end of title V (page 187, after line

12), insert the following new section:
SEC. ll. REPORT ON HEALTH AND DISABILITY

BENEFITS FOR PRE-ACCESSION
TRAINING AND EDUCATION PRO-
GRAMS.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Defense shall
conduct a review of the health and disability
benefit programs available to recruits and
officer candidates engaged in training, edu-
cation, or other types of programs while not
yet on active duty and to cadets and mid-
shipmen attending the service academies.
The review shall be conducted with the par-
ticipation of the Secretaries of the military
departments.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 2002,
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee
on Armed Services of the Senate and the
Committee on Armed Services of the House
of Representatives a report on the findings of
the review. The report shall include the fol-
lowing with respect to persons described in
subsection (a):

(1) A statement of the process and detailed
procedures followed by each of the Armed
Forces under the jurisdiction of the Sec-
retary of a military department to provide
health care and disability benefits to all
such persons injured in training, education,
or other types of programs conducted by the
Secretary of a military department.

(2) Information on the number of total
cases of such persons requiring health care
and disability benefits and the total number
of cases and average value of health care and
disability benefits provided under the au-
thority for each source of benefits available
to those persons.

(3) A discussion of the issues regarding
health and disability benefits for such per-
sons that are encountered by the Secretary
during the review, to include discussions
with individuals who have received those
benefits.

(4) A discussion of the necessity for legisla-
tive changes and specific legislative pro-
posals needed to improve the benefits pro-
vided those persons.

Amendment offered by Mr. STRICKLAND:
At the end of title V (page 187, after line

12), insert the following new section:

SEC. ll. REQUIREMENT TO PROVIDE APPRO-
PRIATE ARTICLES OF CLOTHING AS
A CIVILIAN UNIFORM FOR CIVILIANS
PARTICIPATING IN FUNERAL HONOR
DETAILS FOR VETERANS UPON
SHOWING OF FINANCIAL NEED.

Section 1491(d) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘To provide’’;
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2)

as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively;
and

(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(2)(A) Upon a showing of financial need

and subject to subparagraph (B), the Sec-
retary of a military department shall pro-
vide articles of clothing described in sub-
paragraph (C) to an organization referred to
in subsection (b)(2) or to members of such an
organization who participate in funeral hon-
ors details. Any such showing of financial
need shall be made in such manner as the
Secretary may require.

‘‘(B) The Secretary concerned may provide
articles of clothing to an organization (or
members of an organization) under this para-
graph only if the Secretary determines that
participation of that organization or its

members in the funeral honors mission is ad-
vantageous to the performance of that mis-
sion and meets the performance standards
set by the Secretary for that mission.

‘‘(C) Articles of clothing covered by sub-
paragraph (A) are articles of clothing deter-
mined by the Secretary concerned to be ap-
propriate as a civilian uniform for persons
participating in a funeral honors detail who
are not authorized to wear the uniform of
any of the armed forces.’’.

Amendment offered by Ms. VELÁZQUEZ:
At the end of subtitle A of title VIII (page

248, after line 9), insert the following new
section:
SEC. 8ll. STUDY OF CONTRACT CONSOLIDA-

TIONS.
The Secretary of Defense, in consultation

with the Comptroller General of the United
States, shall develop a database to track
contract consolidations which consolidate 2
or more contracts previously awarded by the
Department of Defense to small business
concerns. The database shall contain, at a
minimum, the names and addresses of the
businesses to which the contracts that were
consolidated were previously awarded, the
rationale for consolidating the contracts,
and the monetary benefit projected to be re-
alized by the contract consolidation. Not
later than December 1st of each year, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit a report
regarding the information contained in such
database to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives and the
Senate, the Committee on Small Business of
the House of Representatives, and the Com-
mittee on Small Business and Entrepreneur-
ship of the Senate.

Amendment No. 46 offered by Mr. STEARNS:
At the end of subtitle E of title X (page 307,

after line 20), insert the following new sec-
tion:
SEC. ll. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON IMPLEMENTA-

TION OF FUEL EFFICIENCY RE-
FORMS IN DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) The Federal Government is the largest
single energy user in the United States, and
the Department of Defense is the largest en-
ergy user among all Federal agencies.

(2) The Department of Defense consumed
595,000,000,000,000 BTUs of petroleum in fiscal
year 1999, while all other Federal agencies
combined consumed 56,000,000,000,000 BTUs of
petroleum.

(3) The total cost of petroleum to the De-
partment of Defense amounted to
$3,600,000,000 in fiscal year 2000.

(4) Increased fuel efficiency would reduce
the cost of delivering fuel to military units
during operations and training and allow a
corresponding percentage of defense dollars
to be reallocated to logistic shortages and
other readiness needs.

(5) Increased fuel efficiency would decrease
the time needed to assemble military units,
would increase unit flexibility, and would
allow units to remain in the field for a
longer period of time.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the Secretary of Defense
should work to implement fuel efficiency re-
forms, as recommended by the Defense
Science Board report, which allow for invest-
ment decisions based on the true cost of de-
livered fuel, strengthen the linkage between
warfighting capability and fuel logistics re-
quirements, provide high-level leadership en-
couraging fuel efficiency, target fuel effi-
ciency improvements through science and
technology investment, and include fuel effi-
ciency in requirements and acquisition proc-
esses.

Amendment offered by Mrs. TAUSCHER:
At the end of title X (page 307, after line

20), insert the following new section:
SEC. 10ll. PLAN FOR SECURING RUSSIA’S NU-

CLEAR WEAPONS, MATERIAL, AND
EXPERTISE.

(a) PLAN FOR NONPROLIFERATION PROGRAMS
WITH RUSSIA.—Not later than June 15, 2002,
the President shall submit to Congress a
plan—

(1) for cooperation with Russia on disposi-
tion as soon as practicable of nuclear weap-
ons and weapons-usable nuclear material in
Russia that Russia does not retain in its nu-
clear arsenal; and

(2) to prevent the outflow from Russia of
scientific expertise that could be used for de-
veloping nuclear weapons or other weapons
of mass destruction, including delivery sys-
tems.

(b) CONTENT OF PLAN.—The plan required
by subsection (a) shall include the following:

(1) Specific goals and measurable objec-
tives for the programs that are designed to
carry out the objectives specified in para-
graphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a).

(2) Criteria for success for those programs
and a strategy for eventual termination of
United States contributions to those pro-
grams and assumption of the ongoing sup-
port of those programs by Russia.

(3) A description of any administrative and
organizational changes necessary to improve
the coordination and effectiveness of the pro-
grams to be implemented under the plan.

(4) An estimate of the cost of carrying out
those programs.

(c) CONSULTATION WITH RUSSIA.—In devel-
oping the plan required by subsection (a), the
President shall consult with Russia regard-
ing the practicality of various options.

(d) CONSULTATION WITH CONGRESS.—In de-
veloping the plan required by subsection (a),
the President shall consult with the major-
ity and minority leadership of the appro-
priate committees of Congress.

Amendment No. 70 offered by Mr. WELDON
of Pennsylvania:

At the end of title X (page 307, after line
20), insert the following new section:
SEC. 1048. TWO-YEAR EXTENSION OF ADVISORY

PANEL TO ASSESS DOMESTIC RE-
SPONSE CAPABILITIES FOR TER-
RORISM INVOLVING WEAPONS OF
MASS DESTRUCTION.

Section 1405 of the Strom Thurmond Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1999 (50 U.S.C. 2301 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (h)(2), by striking ‘‘2001’’
and inserting ‘‘2003’’; and

(2) in subsection (l), by striking ‘‘three
years’’ and inserting ‘‘five years’’.

Amendment No. 78 offered by Mr. WELDON
of Pennsylvania:

At the end of title X (page 307, after line
20), insert the following new section:
SEC. 1048. ACTION TO PROMOTE NATIONAL DE-

FENSE FEATURES PROGRAM.
(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-

lowing:
(1) The National Defense Features pro-

gram, which is funded from the National De-
fense Sealift Fund established by section 2218
of title 10, United States Code, is a con-
stituent element of the defense policy of the
United States intended to provide essential
sealift capacity in emergencies, strengthen
the national shipbuilding base, and maintain
a resource of highly trained merchant sea-
men.

(2) Implementation of the National Defense
Features program would provide significant
benefits both for the United States and for
allied nations during military contingencies.

(3) For the United States and nations al-
lied with the United States to realize these

VerDate 11-MAY-2000 04:13 Sep 21, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00116 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A20SE7.027 pfrm02 PsN: H20PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5853September 20, 2001
benefits, it is essential that vessels built
under that program enjoy commercial oppor-
tunities in peacetime on trade routes be-
tween the United States and allied nations
and that those vessels not be excluded from
such opportunities through restrictive trade
practices.

(4) The failure of vessels built, or to be
built, under the National Defense Features
program to obtain employment as common
carriers or contract carriers in the par-
ticular sector of any trade route in the for-
eign commerce of the United States for
which they are designed to operate, together
with long-term domination of that sector of
the trade route by citizens of an allied na-
tion, evidences the existence of restrictive
trade practices.

(b) ACTION TO PROMOTE PROGRAM.—In any
case in which the Secretary of Defense finds
the existence of the conditions determined
by subsection (a)(4) to prove the existence of
restrictive trade practices, the Secretary
shall certify the csae to the Federal Mari-
time Commission, which thereupon, in con-
sultation with the Secretary, shall take ac-
tion to counteract such practices, utilizing
all remedies available under section
10002(e)(1) of the Foreign Shipping Practices
Act of 1988 (46 U.S.C. App. 1710a).

Amendment offered by Mrs. KELLY:
At the end of title XXVIII (page 427, after

line 7), insert the following new section:

SEC. 2866. REPORT ON OPTIONS TO PROMOTE
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT IN COM-
MUNITY ADJACENT TO UNITED
STATES MILITARY ACADEMY, NEW
YORK.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than Feb-
ruary 1, 2002, the Secretary of the Army shall
submit to Congress a report evaluating var-
ious options by which the Secretary may
promote economic development in the Vil-
lage of Highland Falls, New York, which is
located adjacent to the United States Mili-
tary Academy.

(b) SPECIFIC CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN OP-
TIONS.—Among the options evaluated under
subsection (a), the Secretary shall specifi-
cally address the following:

(1) The fee simple conveyance of real prop-
erty under the jurisdiction of the Secretary
in the Town of Highlands, New York, to the
Village, without consideration, for the pur-
pose of permitting the Village to use the
property to promote economic development.

(2) Use by the Secretary of the authority
under section 2667 of title 10, United States
Code, to make non-excess real property
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary avail-
able to the Village for such purpose.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
order of the House of Wednesday, Sep-
tember 19, 2001, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. STUMP) and the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) each will
control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP).

Mr. STUMP. Madam Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST).

Mr. GILCHREST. Madam Chairman,
I thank the gentleman from Arizona
for yielding time to me.

I would just like to make three quick
comments.

One, I think it is vital for the defense
authorization bill to go through this
House today, and I would hope that we
could pass it with the unanimous votes
of the Members on both sides of the
aisle.

We also come here today to express
our condolences to those families and

victims of this cruel tragedy; praise,
with as much compassion and encour-
agement to those people who have re-
sponded, and in particular the fire-
fighters, the medical teams, the police
officers, our military services, and all
those volunteers that have contributed
to that effort, as well as the non-
governmental organizations like people
of religious faiths, and also certainly
the Red Cross.

In essence, the long-term victory will
come in this battle when we as Mem-
bers of Congress and the Nation come
together to focus our attention and our
hearts to those tragedies that have
been brought to America, and with our
allies in the international community,
to know that we need to make this
worldwide effort to replace arrogance
with humility, to replace ignorance
with knowledge, and to replace dogma
with tolerance. This is what is needed.
I think, in fact, this is probably what
will happen.

On a smaller scale, in the defense au-
thorization bill, I am glad that the
chairman of the committee has basi-
cally included this en bloc amendment
in H.R. 2586, in the Defense Authoriza-
tion Act, to ask the Secretary of De-
fense to study the issue that has not
been resolved yet, dealing with our
citizens that attend our military acad-
emies, to determine whether or not
they can be in the same category as
men and women in the regular armed
services as far as compensation is con-
cerned for disabilities that they in-
curred while they were at the military
academies.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Chairman, I yield
the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER).

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). The gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER) is recognized
for 3 minutes.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me,
and once again I thank the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON)
for their leadership in bringing Demo-
crats and Republicans together on this
bill at this time of national emergency.

Mr. Chairman, I thought I would just
let my colleagues know, or give them
the broader context within which we
are working with this defense bill.

Ronald Reagan in 1985 had a very
major defense bill. That was the height
of the buildup, the rebuilding of Amer-
ica’s Armed Forces. That bill in to-
day’s dollars was $452 billion. Today’s
bill is a little over $340 billion. That
means that even with the increases
that we have placed in this bill so far,
we are still $100 billion under Ronald
Reagan’s defense bill of 1985, when we
had a gross national product which was
much smaller.

So it is important for Americans,
both in uniform and out of uniform, to
understand that today we are asking
our people to do more with less. We do

not have the force structure that we
had during Desert Storm. We had the
fruits of the Reagan-Bush defense
buildup used in Desert Storm. In those
days, we had 18 Army divisions. We
have cut those 18 Army divisions down
to 10. We had about 546 Navy ships. We
have cut that down to 316. We are going
down further. We had 24 fighter air
wings. We have cut that down to 13.

Beyond that, we have piled up some
shortages in munitions, equipment,
spare parts, and other vital areas. So
this effort is not the finish. This is the
start of a rebuilding of national de-
fense. I hope we work together in a bi-
partisan way to add some more things
that we now need as we go through the
conference with the other body and fi-
nally get a bill on the President’s desk.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUNTER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I
would just like to add that in recent
comments that I made to the CSIS, I
touched on the area of air power. It ap-
pears to me that through the years we
have done a pretty good job in the area
of fighter aircraft and air-to-ground
aircraft, but we have not done what we
should have done in the area of bomber
support.

If one looks at the geography, par-
ticularly of the Asian Pacific area,
hopefully nothing will ever come to
pass where we will need long-range
bomber efforts. However, I think this is
an area that the gentleman and I have
explored together over a period of
years, that we must look to the future
of the B–2 fleet, not only keeping it up
to date, but even hopefully some day
adding to that fleet.

Mr. HUNTER. I think the gentleman
is absolutely right, Mr. Chairman.
Once again, we made more bombers in
one day in San Diego in 1943 than the
entire B–2 fleet, and expecting that
small fleet of 21 aircraft to do the job
they are going to have to do in future
years I think is a strain. I thank the
gentleman for his remarks. I would
hope that we would continue to build
that fleet.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, let me for a moment
tell the Members that this base at
Whiteman Air Force base in my dis-
trict, which has the 509th bomb wing,
which is a very historic wing and has
the B–2s, is in superb condition and
ready, should they ever be called upon,
now or in the future.

I was with them yesterday and had
the opportunity to visit with them. I
am so very, very proud of the young
men and young women who not only
fly but who maintain that fleet.

I have a question of the gentleman
from California, Mr. Chairman. I would
ask the gentleman, in his opinion,
would he tell us the importance of con-
tinuing to expand the bomber fleet of
the United States?

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. SKELTON. I yield to the gen-

tleman from California.
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I would

be happy to, and I notice my good
friend, the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. DICKS) has just arrived, who is
also an expert on long-range strike and
deep strike.

Very simply, if we look at the experi-
ence of Desert Storm, I think that car-
ries out not only the importance of
having deep strike aircraft but also
deep strike aircraft with stealth. We
analyzed at the time the two B–2 bomb-
ers, for example, which do not have to
have flight cover. Because they are
able to avoid and evade radar, they do
not have as much air-to-air refueling
or suppression of SAM missile systems,
and they can hit as many targets, two
aircraft can hit as many targets as 75
conventional aircraft.

At a time when we have cut our air
wings from 24 to 13, our tactical air
wings, it is important to have that le-
verage capability. We saw this in
Kosovo, where we hit multiple targets
with a single B–2 mission, hit multiple
targets and destroyed a much larger
percentage of the target availability
than other conventional planes. So this
is a leverage capability. It leverages
the thing Americans are greatest at,
which is technology.

If we couple that with precision mu-
nitions, where, for example, into that
bridge we send that one precision mu-
nition into a strut and knock that en-
tire bridge out, because we are able to
hit one precise spot, that is better than
dropping 2,000 bombs on it with older
conventional aircraft.

So leverage, technology, and preci-
sion munitions leverage is what we get
from deep strike fighter capability like
the B–2. I would be happy to hear the
comments of the gentleman from
Washington.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I
might point out that the aircraft, the
B–2, in the Kosovo conflict, and of
course they are still capable, the pilots
flew out of Whiteman Air Force Base,
had refuelings, bombed the targets
with great precision, and returned with
refuelings, came back home. In one
case, the pilot went back and was
greeted by his wife. She said, please cut
the grass.

In other words, they do superb work
from one base, and they are worldwide.
I thank the gentleman.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SKELTON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I would
just say to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia and my good friend, the gen-
tleman from Missouri, who have been
two of the stalwarts in the House of
Representatives for advocacy for the
B–2, we still have work to do. I know
that the gentleman from California
(Mr. HUNTER) had included some of the
upgrades that are necessary to improve
upon this capability.

But to think about this one revolu-
tionary fact, in Kosovo the B–2 carried

162,000 pounds bombs called JDAMs,
near precision weapons, almost preci-
sion.

b 1515

And the interesting thing is, like 3
percent of the sorties, they took out 33
percent of the fixed targets. Now, we
see even another revolution of being
able to put eighty 500-pound JDAMs on
these airplanes and they would be able
to hit 80 separate fixed targets on one
sortie, and two of them would be 160,
obviously.

The other thing that is interesting,
just in the last few days there has been
a successful test; and I know the gen-
tleman from California is aware of this,
of being able, from one of these air-
planes, to hit a moving target. One of
our greatest problems has been the in-
ability to hit moving targets. This tar-
get was moving at 30 miles an hour, it
was an F–16, and they used this weapon
and they were able to hit the moving
target. Now, this will be a major break-
through as we pursue this.

I just appreciate all the work of these
two gentlemen. We have all worked to-
gether. The B–2 is certainly the pre-
mier conventional weapon in our arse-
nal today.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs.
TAUSCHER).

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to thank
the leadership for allowing my amend-
ment to be considered during the floor
debate of the defense authorization
bill. In January of this year, a bipar-
tisan task force, chaired by former
Senator Howard Baker and former
White House Counsel Lloyd Cutler
stated that the most urgent unmet na-
tional security threat to the United
States is the danger that weapons of
mass destruction in Russia can be sto-
len and sold to terrorists or hostile na-
tions and used against American troops
abroad or citizens at home.

The report concluded that the na-
tional security benefits to the United
States from securing or neutralizing
the equivalent of more than 80,000 ex-
isting potential nuclear weapons would
constitute the highest return on in-
vestment of any current U.S. national
security defense program.

To address this critically important
concern, I am offering a simple amend-
ment requiring the President to submit
a strategic plan to Congress on how to
dispose of excess nuclear material that
Russia does not retain in its arsenal
and to prevent the outflow from Russia
of nuclear weapons expertise. I am of-
fering this amendment because I be-
lieve it is critical that we have an over-
all strategic road map of how we plan
to deal with the growing threat of
weapons of mass destruction.

The tragic events of last week make
our nonproliferation programs even
more important. If we can assure that

excess nuclear material in Russia does
not flow into the wrong hands, we can
reduce the chances that a nuclear
weapon used by a hostile state or a ter-
rorist group can be used against us. I
was pleased to work with the chair-
man, the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
STUMP), and the ranking member, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), in crafting this amendment to en-
sure that its provisions would meet
both the Democrats and Republicans
concerns about national security.

Mr. Chairman, I respectfully urge my
colleagues to support this amendment.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, re-
claiming my time, I thank the gentle-
woman from California.

Mr. Chairman, we have examined the
amendments en bloc, and we agree
thereto on this side.

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the en bloc amendment and to
thank Chairman STUMP and Ranking Demo-
cratic Member SKELTON for agreeing to include
my amendment to H.R. 2586, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002.
My amendment requires that the Department
of Defense work with the Comptroller General
to develop a database to track the consolida-
tion of contracts that displace two or more
small businesses, and that the Department
use this database to generate reports to Con-
gress. This amendment will, for the first time,
require that the Department collect empirical
data so that Congress can determine the true
effect of these consolidated contracts on small
businesses and so that we can determine if
any savings to the taxpayer are accruing as a
result of this practice.

Since World War II, when small businesses
were called upon to assist with the war effort,
small businesses have greatly contributed to
our nation’s diverse industrial base, and have
been adept at providing goods and services
for the changing needs of the government.
Federal agencies have often found that cor-
porate America was too large to react quickly
and efficiently. The unique niche that small
businesses filled, and continue to fill, has al-
lowed for a competitive Federal contracting
process. We all know that a competitive Fed-
eral marketplace leads to true cost savings
and higher quality—a great return for the
American taxpayer.

Any discussion of the Federal marketplace,
leads to a discussion of the Department of De-
fense’s role, as the Department of Defense
has historically accounted for 65 percent of
Federal contracts. However, for the last sev-
eral years, the Small Business Committee has
noted that the Department’s contract opportu-
nities available to small businesses have de-
creased. It is this declining number of small
business opportunities by the Department and
other large agencies, that inspired Committee
Democrats to start grading agency’s small
business efforts.

For the past two years, myself and my
Democratic colleagues on the Committee on
Small Business, have released what we call
the ‘‘Scorecard.’’ The ‘‘Scorecard’’ is an eval-
uation of the small business achievements of
21 Federal agencies, compared to their statu-
tory goals.

The results of these two studies have been
disturbing. Last year, the overall government
grade was a ‘‘C¥.’’ This year, although the
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overall grade was also a ‘‘C¥,’’ the govern-
ment is slipping further into the ‘‘D’’ range.

The Department of Defense stood out both
last year and this year, as an exceptionally
poor performer as it relates to doing business
with our nation’s small businesses. This year,
the Department had the lowest grade of all
agencies: a ‘‘D¥.’’

This is very important, in light of the fact
that the Department of Defense historically ac-
counts for 65 percent of Federal procurement.
When the Department of Defense fails to
make the grade, it is unlikely that the rest of
the government will make the grade either.

Small businesses are still not getting their
fair share of the Department’s contracts—from
either a dollars or a numbers standpoint. De-
spite an increase in procurement volume from
$119.7 billion in 1999 to $126.2 billion in 2000,
the Department did not achieve its small busi-
ness goal, or its women-owned business goal.
The Department of Defense had a 23 percent
goal for small businesses and achieved only
21.41 percent. This translates to over $2 bil-
lion in contracts that should have gone to
small businesses, but didn’t. Women-owned
businesses fared even worse. The Department
had a goal of 5 percent for women-owned
businesses, but achieved 2 percent. This
translates to nearly $4 billion in contracts that
should have gone to women-owned busi-
nesses, but didn’t.

From 1997 to 2000, the numbers of con-
tracts awarded to small businesses by the De-
partment have decreased by over 41 percent.
The numbers of contracts to minority-owned
businesses have decreased by over 55 per-
cent. The number of contracts awarded to
women-owned businesses have decreased by
over 43 percent. This declining trend in the
number of contracts translates directly to the
number of opportunities available to small
businesses to sell their products and services
directly to their government.

Both the 1999 study and the 2000 study
demonstrate that little progress is being made
as far as agency’s small business goal
achievements. In fact, the 2000 study high-
lights that the plight of small businesses is
getting worse—small businesses have fewer
opportunities for participation in the Federal
marketplace than they ever did.

To begin to correct this problem, my amend-
ment was included in the en bloc amendment.
A similar amendment was accepted into the
House version of last year’s Defense Author-
ization but failed to be included in the final
Conference Report signed by the President.
The amendment requires that the Department
of Defense work with the Comptroller General
to develop a database for tracking and annual
reporting to Congress of contract awards that
result in the displacement of two or more
small businesses as prime contractors.

What remained in Public Law 106–398, the
Floyed D. Spence National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2001 regarding con-
tract bundling, was a requirement in Section
834 that the Secretary of Defense conduct a
comprehensive study of contract bundling.
‘‘Contract bundling’’ is the consolidation of two
or more contracts performed by small busi-
nesses, into one contract that is too large for
small business participation as prime contrac-
tors. In seven hearings since 1993, the Com-
mittee on Small Business has heard a very
compelling case by numerous small busi-
nesses that they are losing untold millions of

dollars in business as a result of this practice.
The Department of Defense contends that
through contract bundling, they are able to
save money, yet not one dollar has been
shown to have been saved. Instead, the num-
bers of Defense contracts available to small
businesses are declining every year, and the
anecdotal information is overwhelming that
small businesses are able to provide higher
quality products at prices that result in savings
to the taxpayer.

Despite the statutory requirement contained
in Section 834 of Public Law 106–398 that re-
quired the Department of Defense to conduct
a comprehensive study on contract bundling,
the Committee on Small Business received a
letter dated April 17, 2001 from Deputy Sec-
retary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz. The letter
states, in part, ‘‘the Department is unable to
conduct the comprehensive study required by
Section 834’’ because the General Service
Administration’s Federal Procurement Data
System—the repository of all Federal con-
tracting information—only began collecting
data on contract bundling in October of 2000.
The letter goes on to reference a study per-
formed by the Department under contract with
the Logistics Management Institute (LMI).

The requirement to perform the study was
not an ‘‘optional’’ requirement for the Depart-
ment to follow—it was part of the agency’s au-
thorizing statute. It was mandated by Con-
gress that the study be performed. To have an
agency essentially refuse to comply with its
authorizing statute is, to me, unheard of. The
Department knew the study was required by
statute. If essential data was not being col-
lected, the Department should have started
collecting data in order to comply. The tax-
payers deserve to know—and we have an ob-
ligation to tell them—whether the consolidation
of contracts that eliminate small businesses
save them money.

As previously stated, the letter sent by Dep-
uty Secretary Wolfowitz refers to a study on
contract bundling performed by LMI. This
study is the direct result of a hearing held by
the Committee on Small Business in Novem-
ber of 1999. It was undertaken not by an inde-
pendent auditor, but by the Logistics Manage-
ment Institute (LMI)—a non-profit organization
that is funded 50 percent by the Department
of Defense. LMI performed a case review,
rather than the study that the Department
promised, of 10 contracts out of a pool of 718
contracts—barely 1 percent—not a statistically
valid sampling by anyone’s definition. LMI con-
cluded that ‘‘savings (as a result of contract
bundling) are based on intuition. This means
that people THINK they are savings money,
but it has not been proven with empirical
data.’’ Clearly, given the mind-set of the De-
partment of Defense’s contracting officers,
much more needs to be done.

In order to get something done, in last
year’s Small Business Reauthorization, we
were successful in getting former-Chairman
Jim Talent’s bundling data collection bill lan-
guage into the Reauthorization. Unfortunately,
that language has a flaw. By using the defini-
tion of ‘‘contract bundling’’ contained in the
Small Business Act, it only narrowly looks at
those bundled contracts determined as such
by the Department, leaving the vast majority of
consolidations out of the database’s scope.
This deprives us of critical information nec-
essary to solve this problem.

My amendment requires that the Depart-
ment of Defense work with the Comptroller

General to collect data on a much broader
definition. As the General Accounting Office
continues to report that no data can be col-
lected, we believe that the Department should
work with the Comptroller General to ensure
that the data that is ultimately collected will
provide useful information. This amendment
will cover all contracts in which two or more
small businesses are displaced as prime con-
tractors. At a minimum, the database will in-
clude the names and addresses of the small
businesses that are displaced, the rationale for
consolidating the contracts, and the monetary
benefits projected to be realized by the con-
solidation. This database will give Congress
very important information on contract consoli-
dations that we can use to not only protect
small businesses, but also ensure the tax-
payer that their money is being saved. Once
we start getting reports from this database, we
will learn what happens to those small busi-
nesses who are displaced. Do they go out of
business? Do they become subcontractors?
Are taxpayer dollars actually being saved with
these contract consolidations that displace
small businesses? There is an important dis-
tinction between streamlining Federal con-
tracting processes for streamling’s sake and
streamlining for a reason. We know now that
small businesses are being displaced—effec-
tively streamlined right out of business. What
we haven’t seen is taxpayer savings.

The impact of these contract consolidations
on the small business community has been
enormous, and has flowed-down to the econo-
mies of local communities. There is no doubt
that the need to collect empirical data more
than warrants any inconvenience this could
place on the Department to collect this impor-
tant and useful information.

For Congress to determine the depth of the
problem of contract bundling, we need all of
the facts. It is imperative that empirical data is
collected that will allow Congress to determine
what, if any, statutory changes need to be
made to ensure the Federal acquisition sys-
tem is fair to small businesses, and ensures
that taxpayers receive the very best value for
their dollars. My amendment is the first step in
making that determination, and it is a com-
mon-sense solution. As a direct result of the
data collected by the requirements of my
amendment, the Federal procurement system
will be one that provides true savings to the
taxpayer. Further, small businesses in commu-
nities across the country will have increased
access to Federal prime contracts.

Again, I thank Chairman STUMP and Rank-
ing Democratic Member SKELTON for agreeing
to include my amendment in the en bloc so
Congress can finally get some comprehensive
information on how contract consolidations
have affected our Nation’s small businesses.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Chairman, this Mem-
ber rises in strong support of the bipartisan
amendment which he is offering with the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Rhode Island, Mr.
LANGEVIN. The Bereuter-Langevin Amendment
would authorize the use of appropriated funds
for members and units of the National Guard
to conduct and participate in athletic competi-
tions and small arms competitions in conjunc-
tion with required training.

Mr. Speaker, the National Guard provides
the men and women serving their country with
the opportunity to hone their service-related
skills in competitive events as the National
Guard Bureau Marathon in Lincoln, Nebraska;
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a biathlon in Vermont; the Leapfest in Rhode
Island; and marksmanship competitions in
North Little Rock, Arkansas. Indeed, the op-
portunity to participate in these competitions
provides incentives for National Guard recruit-
ment and retention programs. Additionally, the
competitions bring National Guard members
together with Active Duty military personnel
which builds better appreciation among the
various components and overall force cohe-
siveness.

However, the playing field for the National
Guard is not level with that for Active Duty
military members. Currently, state National
Guard units can use only non-appropriated
funds to cover operating expenses for the
events and for health, pay, and personal ex-
penses for participating unit members. Be-
cause the non-appropriated funds are very
limited, National Guard members must often
pay out of their own pockets for expenses, in-
cluding medical coverage. For Active Duty
military participants, appropriated funds cover
all expenses participants incur.

By authorizing the use of appropriated funds
in addition to the non-appropriated funds, Na-
tional Guard members participating in competi-
tions could receive full coverage for health,
pay, and personal expenses. This is particu-
larly important for National Guard members
who cannot afford medical expenses stem-
ming from possible injuries. Additionally, the
National Guard units would face fewer budget
constraints when continuing to host these val-
uable competitions and when sending teams
and individuals into competition.

Finally, it is important to note that H.R. 1705
does not recommend appropriation levels nor
does the legislation create participation incen-
tives for National Guard members which are
greater than those incentives for Active Duty
military.

Mr. Speaker, this Member urges his col-
leagues to vote for the Bereuter-Langevin
amendment as an important way to show sup-
port for the men and women serving their
country in our National Guard.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair-
man, Congress authorized the original Na-
tional Defense Features (NDF) program in the
mid-1990s in response to a report by the De-
partment of Defense describing a shortage of
sealift capacity during military contingencies.
The NDF program was considered to be the
most cost-effective way to augment the sub-
stantial investment that was being made in
new sealift ships by the Navy.

Since then, Congress has authorized and
appropriated funds to install special defense
features in new commercial vessels to be built
in the shipyards of the United States. Last
year, for example, at my request and as a re-
sult of the leadership of our colleague from
New Jersey, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the House
included in the National Defense Authorization
Act for FY 2001 a provision that would expand
the Secretary of Defense’s ability to fund mili-
tarily useful projects under the NDF program.
I am pleased to report that our amendment
was included in the final legislation signed into
law by the President.

When the NDF program was launched,
Congress expected that our allies, particularly
Japan, would find mutual defense benefits in
promoting the program. Under one project that
has received considerable attention in the
press and has the support of domestic mari-
time labor, ten commercial vessels would be

built in the United States based on a design
funded and approved by DARPA’s Maritime
Technology Program. These vessels would
normally operate in the Japan-United States
vehicle trade, which is at present entirely
dominated by Japanese carriers. Quite impor-
tantly, the vessels would be crewed by Amer-
ican merchant seamen, a group vital to main-
taining the readiness of our military to handle
contingencies abroad.

Nothwithstanding expressions of support by
very senior officials in our government, this ex-
pectation has not been realized. As a result,
the hopes of our commercial shipbuilders and
merchant mariners have not been realized,
and our military planners have not been able
to rely upon NDF vessels to support their con-
tingencies operations. Much to my disappoint-
ment, the Government of Japan apparently
continues to take the position that the decision
to employ NDF ships is strictly a matter for the
commercial judgment of Japanese vehicle
manufacturing and shipping companies. The
vehicle manufacturers, which operate under
closely inter-locking relationships with the Jap-
anese vehicle carriers, continue to insist that
the NDF program is a matter between the two
respective governments since it addresses de-
fense.

In view of the U.S. role in providing security
for our Far East allies, it hardly seems appro-
priate that defense concerns expressed by our
government should not have been met with a
more positive response. Our government’s re-
peated representations to the Japanese gov-
ernment have fallen to the ground as if the
NDF program was without military value, a po-
sition that is contradicted by two U.S. Navy re-
ports on the NDF program. Taking note of the
extensive military collaboration of our two gov-
ernments, which it is safe to say has conferred
material benefits on Japan, this is not the po-
sition that Congress should have expected.

The position that this matter is purely com-
mercial in nature rather than governmental in
character is not defensible. Japan, like other
nations, supports its merchant marine with fi-
nancial assistance, including direct construc-
tion loans at artificially low rates of interest.
This is not the mark of a purely private indus-
try operating under purely commercial condi-
tions.

Based on all the evidence gathered to date,
it would appear that the real reason our car-
riers are effectively being excluded from this
market is the Japanese kereitsu system of
doing business. In short, a fleet of U.S.-built
and operated ships, commercially competitive
and having significant defense value to both
nations, has apparently no chance to break
through the economic fence encircling the
Japanese vehicle trade.

As I explained to my colleagues last year, I
continue to hope that the Government of
Japan and the vehicle manufacturers will ulti-
mately see the merit of supporting the NDF
program, especially given the longstanding
support of the Department of Defense. But if
the past is any guide, we may anticipate fur-
ther intransigence. Therefore, I am joining
today with my colleague from New Jersey, Mr.
FRELINGHUYSEN, in introducing a bill that we
intend to push later this year if we do not see
any movement on the part of the Government
of Japan. The bill—which is identical to the bill
we introduced late last year in the form of
H.R. 5488—is very straightforward. It says: If
the Federal Maritime Commission finds that

vessels built under the NDF program are un-
able to obtain employment in a particular trade
route in the foreign commerce of the United
States for which they are designed to operate,
and if that sector of the trade route has been
dominated historically by citizens of an allied
nation, then the Commission shall take action
to counteract the restrictive trade practices
that have led to this situation.

As I pointed out last year, it should not be
necessary to enact legislation to encourage
support for a program so self-evidently in the
mutual security interests of our two nations. I
trust that the Government of Japan will sup-
port the new consultative mechanism so that
the NDF program can begin the much needed
recapitalization of our aging Ready Reserve
Force.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). All time for debate on
the amendments has expired.

The question is on the amendments
en bloc offered by the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. STUMP).

The amendments en bloc were agreed
to.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. No fur-
ther amendments are in order. Under
the order of the House of yesterday,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
WALSH) having assumed the chair, Mr.
LATOURETTE, Chairman pro tempore of
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 2586) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year
2002 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for fiscal year
2002, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 2586.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Ari-
zona?

There was no objection.
f

REPORT ON H.R. 2904, MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2002

Mr. HOBSON, from the Committee on
Appropriations, submitted a privileged
report (Rept. No. 107–207) on the bill
(H.R. 2904) making appropriations for
military construction, family housing,
and base realignment and closure for
the Department of Defense for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2002, and
for other purposes, which was referred
to the Union Calendar and ordered to
be printed.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of
order are reserved on the bill.

f

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 2647, LEGISLATIVE BRANCH
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2002

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill
(H.R. 2647) making appropriations for
the Legislative Branch for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2002, and for
other purposes, with a Senate amend-
ment thereto, disagree to the Senate
amendment, and agree to the con-
ference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina? The Chair
hears none and, without objection, ap-
points the following conferees: Messrs.
TAYLOR of North Carolina, WAMP,
LEWIS of California, LAHOOD, SHER-
WOOD, YOUNG of Florida, MORAN of Vir-
ginia, HOYER, Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr.
OBEY.

There was no objection.

f

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 2620, DEPARTMENTS OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS AND HOUSING
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2002

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 2620)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Veterans Affairs and Housing
and Urban Development, and for sun-
dry independent agencies, boards, com-
missions, corporations, and offices for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2002, and for other purposes, with a
Senate amendment thereto, disagree to
the Senate amendment, and agree to
the conference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? The Chair
hears none and, without objection, ap-
points the following conferees: Messrs.
WALSH, DELAY, HOBSON, KNOLLENBERG,
FRELINGHUYSEN, Ms. NORTHUP, Messrs.
SUNUNU, GOODE, ADERHOLT, YOUNG of
Florida, MOLLOHAN, Ms. KAPTUR, Mrs.
MEEK of Florida, and Messrs. PRICE of
North Carolina, CRAMER, FATTAH, and
OBEY.

There was no objection.

f

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 2311, ENERGY AND WATER
DEVELOPMENT APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2002

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 2311)
making appropriations for energy and
water development for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2002, and for
other purposes, with a Senate amend-
ment thereto, disagree to the Senate

amendment, and agree to the con-
ference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? The Chair
hears none and, without objection, ap-
points the following conferees: Messrs.
CALLAHAN, ROGERS, FRELINGHUYSEN,
LATHAM, WICKER, WAMP, Mrs. EMERSON,
Messrs. DOOLITTLE, YOUNG of Florida,
VISCLOSKY, EDWARDS, PASTOR, CLY-
BURN, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, and Mr.
OBEY.

There was no objection.

f

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 2217, DEPARTMENT OF THE
INTERIOR AND RELATED AGEN-
CIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2002

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 2217)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of the Interior and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2002, and for other purposes,
with a Senate amendment thereto, dis-
agree to the Senate amendment, and
agree to the conference asked by the
Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? The Chair
hears none and, without objection, ap-
points the following conferees: Messrs.
SKEEN, REGULA, KOLBE, TAYLOR of
North Carolina, NETHERCUTT, WAMP,
KINGSTON, PETERSON of Pennsylvania,
YOUNG of Florida, DICKS, MURTHA,
MORAN of Virginia, HINCHEY, SABO, and
OBEY.

There was no objection.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair desires to make an announce-
ment.

After consultation with the majority
and minority leaders, and with their
consent and approval, the Chair an-
nounces that tonight when the two
Houses meet in joint session to hear an
address by the President of the United
States, only the doors immediately op-
posite the Speaker and those on his left
and right will be opened.

No one will be allowed on the floor of
the House who does not have the privi-
lege of the floor of the House.

Due to the large attendance that is
anticipated, the Chair feels that the
rule regarding the privilege of the floor
must be strictly adhered to.

Children of Members will not be per-
mitted on the floor and the cooperation
of all Members is requested.

The practice of reserving seats prior
to the joint session by placard will not
be allowed. Members may reserve their
seats by physical presence only fol-
lowing the security sweep of the Cham-
ber.

b 1530

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Pursuant to clause 12 of
rule I, the Chair declares the House in
recess for approximately 5 minutes.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 35 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
for approximately 5 minutes.

b 1554

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. LATOURETTE) at 3 o’clock
and 54 minutes p.m.

f

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE—RE-
TURNING TO SENATE H.R. 2500,
DEPARTMENTS OF COMMERCE,
JUSTICE, AND STATE, THE JUDI-
CIARY, AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2002

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
a question of the privileges of the
House, and I offer a privileged resolu-
tion (H. Res. 240) and ask for its imme-
diate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 240

Resolved, That the amendment of the Sen-
ate to the bill H.R. 2500 entitled the ‘‘Depart-
ments of Commerce, Justice, and State, the
Judiciary, and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 2002’’, in the opinion of this House,
contravenes the first clause of the seventh
section of the first article of the Constitu-
tion of the United States and is an infringe-
ment of the privileges of this House and that
such bill be respectfully returned to the Sen-
ate with a message communicating this reso-
lution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution raises a question of the privi-
leges of the House.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
THOMAS) and the gentleman from New
York (Mr. RANGEL) each will be recog-
nized for 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. THOMAS).

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

As was indicated by the content of
the resolution, the resolution is nec-
essary to return to the Senate, unfor-
tunately, the Commerce-State-Justice
appropriations bill because there is a
provision, section 404 of the Senate
amendments, that is an import ban.
This, therefore, is a revenue measure
and contravenes the Constitution, arti-
cle 1, section 7, clause 1.

Notwithstanding the meritorious na-
ture of the amendment, the idea of try-
ing to deal with importation bans on
diamonds from certain African coun-
tries that are used to finance rebel
causes, the underlying constitutional
question of the Constitution’s state-
ment that all bills for raising revenue
shall originate in the House of Rep-
resentatives transcends any particular
issue, no matter the merits of a par-
ticular issue. Therefore, I am asking
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the House that it insist on its constitu-
tional prerogative as the sole origi-
nator of revenue measures, notwith-
standing the meritorious aspects of
any particular desired piece of legisla-
tion.

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, I
would indicate that this is not nec-
essarily, unfortunately, a novel or new
conflict between the House and the
Senate. As recently as July 14, and
then again on August 12, 1994, on the
Treasury-Postal, appropriation bill and
then on the Agriculture appropriation
bill, just such a blue slip was requested
and granted. This is another indication
of the difficulty of wanting to move
legislation but understanding that
there is a process constitutionally re-
quired.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I agree with the chair-
man of the Committee on Ways and
Means that this is an important piece
of legislation, but there are constitu-
tional prerogatives that provide that
the Committee on Ways and Means
originate this type of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, in view of the merits of
the legislation, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. HALL), one
of the original sponsors in the House of
the legislation such as myself and
other Members.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from New York
(Mr. RANGEL) for yielding me the time.
I do not intend to oppose the resolu-
tion. The reason why the chairman of
the committee has opposed it, as I un-
derstand it, is more technical and pro-
cedural. It does not prejudice, I think,
the vote of the House on this issue be-
cause he does not oppose the sub-
stantive part of it.

The substantive part of the bill
which they are sending back to the
Senate has to do with blood diamonds.
That is a part that I have been working
on along with the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WOLF), the gentleman from
New York (Mr. HOUGHTON), the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL)
and a lot of Members in a bipartisan
way, as well as Senator FEINGOLD, Sen-
ator DURBIN, Senator GREGG, and Sen-
ator DEWINE have been very supportive
of this legislation.

Blood diamonds are diamonds that
are used to really fund wars in Africa,
particularly in Sierra Leone, in An-
gola, and in the Congo. For years they
have been using diamonds, either
through the smuggled ways, or through
a lot of different ways that they find
themselves coming into America to
fund the kind of wars that are going
on; particularly in Sierra Leone, where
a group of 500 ragtag rebels were able
to increase their small little army to
about 25,000 with very sophisticated
training, drugs, guns, et cetera. They
terrorized all of Sierra Leone. They
have done the same thing in Angola. It
has been used in Liberia in many dif-
ferent ways.

Why should we be interested in this
as Americans? The reason why we
should be interested in it is that Amer-
icans buy 65 percent of all the dia-
monds in the world every year. A lot of
these blood diamonds are coming into
our country. We essentially are funding
wars in Africa. It is my understanding
just in the last couple of days, I have
been told through press accounts and
through intelligence services, that
even bin Laden has used the services of
conflict diamonds to fund some of his
activities in the world.

We have great bipartisan support on
this, both Republicans and Democrats,
in both the House and the Senate. We
have 100 of the top human rights orga-
nizations that are firmly behind this
legislation. And, for the first time, the
diamond merchants, the diamond in-
dustry, is 100 percent behind this bill.

b 1600

We were hoping that this would be
accepted in this particular way. The
gentleman from California (Mr. THOM-
AS), the chairman of the Committee on
Ways and Means, he does not want to
deal with it in this way. He wants to
deal with it in another way, as I under-
stand.

I hope that he and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. WOLF) and I can
have a colloquy on it from the stand-
point of what they intend to do with
this bill in their committee; and with
that, I would urge the House to take up
this issue soon, in a manner which is
acceptable to the Committee on Ways
and Means. And I would ask the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMAS),
Chairman of the Committee on Ways
and Means, what his intentions are
with the substance of the bill that he
objects to.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield, I thank the gen-
tleman for the question, and the sub-
stance of the bill has been under dis-
cussion at the United Nations level on
an international discussion. The
United States Trade Representative
has indicated that a unilateral sanc-
tion by any particular country is in
violation of the World Trade Organiza-
tion rules, but an ability to move
under the United Nations’ auspices is
not.

We would obviously all like to see an
international agreement under which
these kinds of diamonds could be
banned. If, in fact, observing that proc-
ess it does not appear that it is going
to reach any reasonable or positive
conclusion in the timeframe within
which we could act legislatively, I will
tell the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
HALL), and the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WOLF) as well, that we would
then bring up legislation.

The gentleman from New York (Mr.
HOUGHTON) already has a bill in the
hopper. We would examine that bill, if
necessary, make the appropriate
changes and look forward to moving
that bill out of committee in a timely
fashion.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
when the chairman says a timely fash-
ion, I hope that he is meaning before
the end of the year or before we ad-
journ.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, defi-
nitely a timely fashion means before
the session of Congress ends; and it
seems to me that if, in fact, the com-
mittee moves, it should not be difficult
to deal with the scheduling to bring it
to the floor, if that is the appropriate
thing to do on the basis of leadership’s
decision.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the gentleman’s answer. I
think it is a good answer. I look for-
ward to seeing it on the bill soon. I
think the longer that we keep this
piece of legislation from passing in this
Congress the more kinds of civil wars
we are going to see in Africa; and it is
just horrendous, when you see these
people, how they have had their lives
terrorized.

Americans can help Africa, it is very
interesting, through a piece of legisla-
tion, by being very careful through the
kind of diamonds they buy in America.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, it is my
pleasure to yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF).

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the chairman for agreeing to
bring this up.

The reason this is so important is
that many of these groups who are
being funded from these diamonds are
really connected to all of the disrepu-
table groups that are around the world.

The passage of this legislation, one,
will save the diamond industry, be-
cause if this does not pass the diamond
industry, particularly in New York
City and other places, may very well
collapse because I think there may be a
boycott against it.

Secondly, the opportunity to bring
about a lot of good whereby people will
no longer have their arms cut off or
limbs cut off. There are indications
that the RUF in Sierra Leone, Charles
Taylor in Liberia, have been connected
with many of the other terrorist groups
around the world and were even to-
gether earlier this year meeting and
agreeing and talking, and the resources
of this may very well be used by terror-
ists and many others around the world.

I called Senator GREGG from New
Hampshire, and he was very gracious
and said he would attempt to work this
out. He is committed to doing this.
Hopefully we can resolve this issue
whereby it will be worked out, the con-
ferees on Commerce, State, Justice can
be appointed, which has a lot of
counterterrorism money, lot of money
with regard to the Justice Department
and other areas, INS, money with re-
gard to the State Department, embassy
security, diplomatic security, we can
move ahead.

So with the gentleman from Ohio’s
(Mr. HALL) promise to move it as a
freestanding bill, hopefully the Senate
can resolve that issue; and I want to
thank my friend from Ohio (Mr. HALL)
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for his faithfulness on this issue and
thank the gentleman from California
(Mr. THOMAS) for his commitment.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I just want to give assurances to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF)
and the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
HALL) that I will be working with Mr.
HOUGHTON and the gentleman from
California (Mr. THOMAS), the chairman
of the Committee on Ways and Means,
not only on the legislation but on our
trade ambassador to make certain that
he is giving this a priority.

When it reaches the point that we
can meet together, see where we are
and then if we do not get the type of
response that we believe is adequate,
then you can depend on me working
with the committee and the chairman
to see that this is done.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, it is my
pleasure to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER),
the chairman of the Committee on
Rules.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from Bakersfield, California
(Mr. THOMAS), for yielding me time;
and I would like to congratulate the
chairman of the Committee on Ways
and Means and the gentleman from
New York (Mr. RANGEL), the ranking
minority member.

This concern was first raised to my
attention by the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. HALL) of the Committee on Rules
late one night; and we have been trying
since that time when he, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF), and I
discussed this, to move ahead.

I would simply like to congratulate
the leadership of the committee on
Ways and Means for addressing this
very important human rights issue,
which I believe can see successful reso-
lution, and will look forward to the
progress that is made.

I thank my friends for bringing this
to our attention and for the work they
have done on it.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

LATOURETTE). The question is on the
resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 8:40 p.m. for the purpose of
receiving in joint session the President
of the United States.

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 7 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 8:40 p.m.

b 2041

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 8
o’clock and 41 minutes p.m.

f

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Mr. Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed
with an amendment in which the con-
currence of the House is requested, a
bill of the House of the following title:

H.R. 2590. An act making appropriations
for the Treasury Department, the United
States Postal Service, the Executive Office
of the President, and certain Independent
Agencies, for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2002, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 2590) ‘‘An Act making ap-
propriations for the Treasury Depart-
ment, the United States Postal Serv-
ice, the Executive Office of the Presi-
dent, and certain Independent Agen-
cies, for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2002, and for other pur-
poses,’’ and requests a conference with
the House on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and appoints,
Mr. DORGAN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Ms.
LANDRIEU, Mr. REED, Mr. BYRD, Mr.
CAMPBELL, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. DEWINE,
and Mr. STEVENS to be the conferees on
the part of the Senate.

f

b 2042

JOINT SESSION OF THE HOUSE
AND SENATE HELD PURSUANT
TO THE PROVISIONS OF HOUSE
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 231
TO HEAR AN ADDRESS BY THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES

The Speaker of the House presided.
The Assistant to the Sergeant at

Arms, Mr. Bill Sims, announced the
President pro tempore and Members of
the U.S. Senate, who entered the Hall
of the House of Representatives, the
President pro tempore taking the chair
at the left of the Speaker, and the
Members of the Senate the seats re-
served for them.

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints
as members of the committee on the
part of the House to escort the Presi-
dent of the United States into the
Chamber:

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY);

The gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
WATTs);

The gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GEPHARDT); and

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
BONIOR).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
President pro tempore of the Senate, at
the direction of that body, appoints the
following Senators as members of the
committee on the part of the Senate to

escort the President of the United
States into the House Chamber:

The Senator from South Dakota (Mr.
DASCHLE);

The Senator from Nevada (Mr. REID);
The Senator from Mississippi (Mr.

LOTT); and
The Senator from Oklahoma (Mr.

NICKLES).
The Assistant to the Sergeant at

Arms announced the Dean of the Diplo-
matic Corps, His Royal Highness
Prince Bandar Bin Sultan Bin Abdul
Aziz, Ambassador of the Kingdom of
Saudi Arabia.

The Dean of the Diplomatic Corps en-
tered the Hall of the House of Rep-
resentatives and took the seat reserved
for him.

The Assistant to the Sergeant at
Arms announced the Chief Justice of
the United States and the Associate
Justices of the Supreme Court.

The Chief Justice of the United
States and the Associate Justices of
the Supreme Court entered the Hall of
the House of Representatives and took
the seats reserved for them in front of
the Speaker’s rostrum.

The Assistant to the Sergeant at
Arms announced the Cabinet of the
President of the United States.

The members of the Cabinet of the
President of the United States entered
the Hall of the House of Representa-
tives and took the seats reserved for
them in front of the Speaker’s rostrum.

f

b 2102

At 9 o’clock and 2 minutes p.m., the
Sergeant at Arms, Mr. Wilson
Livingood, announced the President of
the United States.

The President of the United States,
escorted by the committee of Senators
and Representatives, entered the Hall
of the House of Representatives, and
stood at the Clerk’s desk.

(Applause, the Members rising.)
The SPEAKER. Members of the Con-

gress, I have the high privilege and the
distinct honor of presenting to you the
President of the United States.

(Applause, the Members rising.)
f

ADDRESS TO THE NATION BY THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES

The PRESIDENT. Thank you all.
Please be seated.

Mr. Speaker, Mr. President Pro Tem-
pore, Members of Congress, and fellow
Americans:

In the normal course of events, Presi-
dents come to this Chamber to report
on the state of the Union. Tonight no
such report is needed. It has already
been delivered by the American people.
We have seen it in the courage of pas-
sengers who rushed terrorists to save
others on the ground, passengers like
an exceptional man named Todd
Beamer. Would you please help me wel-
come his wife, Lisa Beamer, here to-
night.

We have seen the state of our Union
in the endurance of rescuers working
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past exhaustion. We have seen the
unfurling of flags, the lighting of can-
dles, the giving of blood, the saying of
prayers, in English, Hebrew and Ara-
bic. We have seen the decency of a lov-
ing and giving people who have made
the grief of strangers their own.

My fellow citizens, for the last 9
days, the entire world has seen for
itself the state of our Union, and it is
strong.

Tonight we are a country awakened
to danger and called to defend freedom.
Our grief has turned to anger, and
anger to resolution. Whether we bring
our enemies to justice or bring justice
to our enemies, justice will be done.

I thank the Congress for its leader-
ship at such an important time. All of
America was touched on the evening of
the tragedy to see Republicans and
Democrats joined together on the steps
of this Capitol singing ‘‘God Bless
America.’’ And you did more than sing,
you acted, by delivering $40 billion to
rebuild our communities and meet the
needs of our military.

Speaker HASTERT, Minority Leader
GEPHARDT, Majority Leader DASCHLE
and Senator LOTT, I thank you for your
friendship, for your leadership, and for
your service to our country.

And on behalf of the American peo-
ple, I thank the world for its out-
pouring of support. America will never
forget the sounds of our national an-
them playing at Buckingham Palace,
on the streets of Paris, and at Berlin’s
Brandenberg Gate. We will not forget
South Korean children gathering to
pray outside our embassy in Seoul, or
the prayers of sympathy offered at a
mosque in Cairo. We will not forget
moments of silence and days of mourn-
ing in Australia and Africa and Latin
America.

Nor will we forget the citizens of 80
other nations who died with our own:
dozens of Pakistanis, more than 130
Israelis, more than 250 citizens of
India, men and women from El Sal-
vador, Iran, Mexico and Japan, and
hundreds of British citizens. America
has no truer friend than Great Britain.
Once again we are joined together in a
great cause. We are so honored the
British Prime Minister has crossed an
ocean to show his unity with America.
Thank you for coming, friend.

On September the 11th, enemies of
freedom committed an act of war
against our country. Americans have
known wars, but for the past 136 years
they have been wars on foreign soil, ex-
cept for one Sunday in 1941. Americans
have known the casualties of war, but
not at the center of a great city on a
peaceful morning. Americans have
known surprise attacks, but never be-
fore on thousands of civilians. All of
this was brought upon us in a single
day, and night fell on a different world,
a world where freedom itself is under
attack.

Americans have many questions to-
night. Americans are asking who at-
tacked our country? The evidence we
have gathered all points to a collection

of loosely affiliated terrorist organiza-
tions known as al-Qaida. They are the
same murderers indicted for bombing
American embassies in Tanzania and
Kenya, and responsible for bombing the
U.S.S. Cole. Al-Qaida is to terror what
the Mafia is to crime. But its goal is
not making money. Its goal is remak-
ing the world and imposing its radical
beliefs on people everywhere.

The terrorists practice a fringe form
of Islamic extremism that has been re-
jected by Muslim scholars and the vast
majority of Muslim clerics, a fringe
movement that perverts the peaceful
teaching that is Islam. The terrorists
directive commands them to kill Chris-
tians and Jews, to kill all Americans,
and make no distinctions among mili-
tary and civilians, including women
and children.

This group and its leader, a person
named Osama bin Ladin, are linked to
many other organizations in different
countries, including the Egyptian Is-
lamic Jihad and the Islamic Movement
of Uzbekistan. There are thousands of
these terrorists in more than 60 coun-
tries. They are recruited from their
own nations and neighborhoods and
brought to camps in places like Af-
ghanistan where they are trained in
the tactics of terror. They are sent
back to their homes or they are sent to
hide in countries around the world to
plot evil and destruction.

The leadership of al-Qaida has great
influence in Afghanistan and supports
the Taliban regime in controlling most
of that country. In Afghanistan, we see
al-Qaida’s vision for the world. Af-
ghanistan’s people have been brutal-
ized. Many are starving and many have
fled. Women are not allowed to attend
school. You can be jailed for owning a
television. Religion can be practiced
only as their leaders dictate. A man
can be jailed in Afghanistan if his
beard is not long enough.

The United States respects the peo-
ple of Afghanistan. After all, we are
currently its largest source of humani-
tarian aid. But we condemn the
Taliban regime. It is not only repress-
ing its own people, it is threatening
people everywhere by sponsoring and
sheltering and supplying terrorists. By
aiding and abetting murder, the
Taliban regime is committing murder.
And tonight, the United States of
America makes the following demands
on the Taliban:

Deliver to United States authorities
all the leaders of al-Qaida who hide in
your land. Release all foreign nation-
als, including American citizens you
have unjustly imprisoned. Protect for-
eign journalists, diplomats, and aid
workers in your country. Close imme-
diately and permanently every ter-
rorist training camp in Afghanistan,
and hand over every terrorist and
every person in their support structure
to appropriate authorities. Give the
United States full access to terrorist
training camps so we can make sure
they are no longer operating.

These demands are not open to nego-
tiation or discussion.

The Taliban must act, and act imme-
diately. They will hand over the terror-
ists, or they will share in their fate.

I also want to speak tonight directly
to Muslims throughout the world; we
respect your faith. It is practiced freely
by many millions of Americans, and by
millions more in countries that Amer-
ica counts as friends. Its teachings are
good and peaceful, and those who com-
mit evil in the name of Allah blas-
pheme the name of Allah.

The terrorists are traitors to their
own faith, trying, in effect, to hijack
Islam itself. The enemy of America is
not our many Muslim friends; it is not
our many Arab friends. Our enemy is a
radical network of terrorists, and every
government that supports them.

Our war on terror begins with al-
Qaida, but it does not end there. It will
not end until every terrorist group of
global reach has been found, stopped,
and defeated.

Americans are asking: Why do they
hate us? They hate what they see right
here in this Chamber, a democratically
elected government. Their leaders are
self-appointed. They hate our freedoms,
our freedom of religion, our freedom of
speech, our freedom to vote and assem-
ble and disagree with each other.

They want to overthrow existing gov-
ernments in many Muslim countries,
such as Egypt, Saudi Arabia, and Jor-
dan. They want to drive Israel out of
the Middle East. They want to drive
Christians and Jews out of vast regions
of Asia and Africa.

These terrorists kill not merely to
end lives, but to disrupt and end a way
of life. With every atrocity, they hope
that America grows fearful, retreating
from the world and forsaking our
friends. They stand against us because
we stand in their way.

We are not deceived by their pre-
tenses to piety. We have seen their
kind before. They are the heirs of all of
the murderous ideologies of the 20th
century. By sacrificing human life to
serve their radical visions, by aban-
doning every value except the will to
power, they follow in the path of fas-
cism, Naziism, and totalitarianism.
And they will follow that path all the
way to where it ends: in history’s un-
marked grave of discarded lies.

Americans are asking: How will we
fight and win this war? We will direct
every resource at our command, every
means of diplomacy, every tool of in-
telligence, every instrument of law en-
forcement, every financial influence,
and every necessary weapon of war, to
the disruption and defeat of the global
terror network.

Now this war will not be like the war
against Iraq a decade ago, with its de-
cisive liberation of territory and a its
swift conclusion. It will not look like
the air war above Kosovo 2 years ago,
where no ground troops were used and
not a single American was lost in com-
bat.

Our response involves far more than
instant retaliation and isolated
strikes. Americans should not expect
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one battle, but a lengthy campaign, un-
like any other we have seen. It may in-
clude dramatic strikes visible on TV,
and covert operations, secret even in
success. We will starve terrorists of
funding, turn them one against an-
other, drive them from place to place,
until there is no refuge or rest. And we
will pursue nations that provide aid or
safe havens to terrorism. Every nation
in every region now has a decision to
make. Either you are with us, or you
are with the terrorists.

From this day forward, any nation
that continues to harbor or support
terrorism will be regarded by the
United States as a hostile regime.

Our Nation has been put on notice:
we are not immune from attack. We
will take defensive measures against
terrorism to protect Americans.

Today, dozens of Federal depart-
ments and agencies, as well as State
and local governments, have respon-
sibilities affecting homeland security.
These efforts must be coordinated at
the highest level. So tonight I an-
nounce the creation of a cabinet-level
position reporting directly to me, the
Office of Homeland Security.

And tonight I also announce the dis-
tinguished American to lead this effort
to strengthen American security, a
military veteran, an effective Gov-
ernor, a true patriot, a trusted friend,
Pennsylvania’s Tom Ridge.

He will lead, oversee, and coordinate
a comprehensive national strategy to
safeguard our country against ter-
rorism and respond to any attacks that
may come.

These measures are essential. The
only way to defeat terrorism as a
threat to our way of life is to stop it,
eliminate it, and destroy it where it
grows.

Many will be involved in this effort,
from FBI agents to intelligence
operatives, to the reservists we have
called to active duty.

All deserve our thanks, and all have
our prayers.

Tonight a few miles from the dam-
aged Pentagon, I have a message for
our military: be ready. I have called
the Armed Forces to alert, and there is
a reason. The hour is coming when
America will act, and you will make us
proud.

This is not, however, just America’s
fight. And what is at stake is not just
America’s freedom. This is the world’s
fight. This is civilization’s fight. This
is the fight of all who believe in
progress and pluralism, tolerance and
freedom.

We ask every nation to join us. We
will ask, and we will need the help of
police forces, intelligence services, and
banking systems around the world.

The United States is grateful that
many nations and many international
organizations have already responded
with sympathy and with support, na-
tions from Latin America to Asia to
Africa to Europe to the Islamic world.
Perhaps the NATO charter reflects best
the attitude of the world: an attack on
one is an attack on all.

The civilized world is rallying to
America’s side. They understand that
if this terror goes unpunished, their
own cities, their own citizens may be
next. Terror unanswered cannot only
bring down buildings, it can threaten
the stability of legitimate govern-
ments. And you know what, we are not
going to allow it.

Americans are asking: What is ex-
pected of us? I ask you to live your
lives and hug your children. I know
many citizens have fears tonight, and I
ask you to be calm and resolute, even
in the face of a continuing threat.

I ask you to uphold the values of
America and remember why so many
have come here. We are in a fight for
our principles, and our first responsi-
bility is to live by them. No one should
be singled out for unfair treatment or
unkind words because of their ethnic
background or religious faith.

I ask you to continue to support the
victims of this tragedy with your con-
tributions. Those who want to give can
go to a central source of information,
libertyunites.org, to find the names of
groups providing direct help in New
York, Pennsylvania, and Virginia.

The thousands of FBI agents who are
now at work in this investigation may
need your cooperation, and I ask you
to give it.

I ask for your patience with the
delays and inconveniences that may
accompany tighter security, and for
your patience in what will be a long
struggle.

I ask your continued participation
and confidence in the American econ-
omy. Terrorists attacked a symbol of
American prosperity. They did not
touch its source. America is successful
because of the hard work and cre-
ativity and enterprise of our people.
These were true of our economy before
September 11, and they are our
strengths today.

And finally, please continue praying
for the victims of terror and their fam-
ilies, for those in uniform, and for our
great country. Prayer has comforted us
in sorrow and will help strengthen us
for the journey ahead.

Tonight I thank my fellow Ameri-
cans for what you have already done
and what you will do. And ladies and
gentlemen of the Congress, I thank
you, their representatives, for what
you have already done, and for what we
will do together.

Tonight we face new and sudden na-
tional challenges. We will come to-
gether to improve air safety, to dra-
matically expand the number of air
marshals on domestic flights, and take
new measures to prevent hijacking. We
will come together to promote sta-
bility and keep our airlines flying with
direct assistance during this emer-
gency.

We will come together to give law en-
forcement the additional tools it needs
to track down terror here at home. We
will come together to strengthen our
intelligence capabilities, to know the
plans of terrorists before they act, and
to find them before they strike.

We will come together to take active
steps that strengthen America’s econ-
omy and put our people back to work.

Tonight we welcome two leaders who
embody the extraordinary spirit of all
New Yorkers: Governor George Pataki
and Mayor Rudolph Giuliani. As a sym-
bol of America’s resolve, my adminis-
tration will work with the Congress
and these two leaders to show the
world that we will rebuild New York
City.

After all that has just passed, all the
lives taken, and all the possibilities
and hopes that died with them, it is
natural to wonder if America’s future
is one of fear. Some speak of an age of
terror. I know there are struggles
ahead, and dangers to face. But this
country will define our times, not be
defined by them. As long as the United
States of America is determined and
strong, this will not be an age of ter-
ror; this will be an age of liberty here
and across the world.

Great harm has been done to us. We
have suffered great loss. In our grief
and anger we have found our mission
and our moment. Freedom and fear are
at war. The advance of human freedom,
the great achievement of our time, and
the great hope of every time, now de-
pends on us. Our Nation, this genera-
tion, will lift the dark threat of vio-
lence from our people and our future.
We will rally the world to this cause by
our efforts and by our courage. We will
not tire, we will not falter, and we will
not fail.

It is my hope that in the months and
years ahead, life will return almost to
normal. We will go back to our lives
and routines, and that is good. Even
grief recedes with time and grace. But
our resolve must not pass. Each of us
will remember what happened that
day, and to whom it happened. We will
remember the moment the news came,
where we were, and what we were
doing. Some will remember an image of
fire, or a story of rescue. Some will
carry memories of a face and a voice
gone forever.

And I will carry this. It is the police
shield of a man named George Howard,
who died at the World Trade Center
trying to save others. It was given to
me by his mom, Arlene, as a proud me-
morial to her son. It is my reminder of
lives that ended, and a task that does
not end.

I will not forget this wound to our
country, and those who inflicted it. I
will not yield, I will not rest, I will not
relent in waging this struggle for the
freedom and security of the American
people.

The course of this conflict is not
known, yet its outcome is certain.
Freedom and fear, justice and cruelty,
have always been at war, and we know
that God is not neutral between them.

b 2140

Fellow citizens, we will meet vio-
lence with patient justice assured of
the rightness of our cause, and con-
fident of the victories to come. In all
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that lies before us, may God grant us
wisdom, and may He watch over the
United States of America.

Thank you.
(Applause, the Members rising.)
At 9 o’clock and 41 minutes p.m., the

President of the United States, accom-
panied by the committee of escort, re-
tired from the Hall of the House of
Representatives.

The Assistant to the Sergeant at
Arms escorted the invited guests from
the Chamber in the following order:

The members of the President’s Cabi-
net.

The Chief Justice of the United
States and the Associate Justices of
the Supreme Court.

The Dean of the Diplomatic Corps.
f

JOINT SESSION DISSOLVED

The SPEAKER. The Chair declares
the joint meeting of the two Houses
now dissolved.

Accordingly, at 9 o’clock and 45 min-
utes p.m., the joint meeting of the two
Houses was dissolved.

The Members of the Senate retired to
their Chamber.

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 12
of rule I, the Chair declares the House
in recess subject to the call of the
Chair.

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 45 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

3712. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Scrapie in Sheep and Goats; Interstate
Movement Restrictions and Indemnity Pro-
gram [Docket No. 97–093–5] (RIN: 0579–AA90)
received August 23, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

3713. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Citrus Canker; Payments for Commer-
cial Citrus Tree Replacement [Docket No. 00–
037–3] received August 21, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

3714. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Fluazinam; Pesticide Toler-
ance [OPP–301160; FRL–6797–3] (RIN: 2070–
AB78) received August 23, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

3715. A letter from the Director, Executive
Office of the President, transmitting notifi-
cation of the President’s intent to exempt all
military personnel accounts from sequester
for FY 2002, if a sequester is necessary, pur-
suant to section 255(f) of the Balanced Budg-
et Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985; to
the Committee on Appropriations.

3716. A letter from the General Counsel,
National Credit Union Administration,

transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Involuntary Liquidation of Federal
Credit Unions and Adjudication of Creditor
Claims Involving Federally-Insured Credit
Unions in Liquidation—received August 31,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Financial Services.

3717. A letter from the General Counsel,
National Credit Union Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Involuntary Liquidation of Federal
Credit Unions and Adjudication of Creditor
Claims Involving Federally-Insured Credit
Unions in Liquidation—received August 31,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Financial Services.

3718. A letter from the General Counsel,
National Credit Union Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Federal Credit Union Incidental Pow-
ers Activities—received August 31, 2001, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

3719. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Securities and Exchange Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s final rule—Reg-
istration of Broker-Dealers Pursuant to Sec-
tion 15(b)(11) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934 [Release No. 34–44730; File No. S7–13–
01] (RIN: 3235–AI21) received August 23, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

3720. A letter from the Secretary, Division
of Market Regulation, Securities and Ex-
change Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s final rule—Method for Deter-
mining Market Capitalization and Dollar
Value of Average Daily Trading Volume; Ap-
plication of the Definition of Narrow-Based
Security Index [Release No. 34–44724; File No.
S7–11–01] (RIN: 3235–AI13) received August 23,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Financial Services.

3721. A letter from the Director, Corporate
Policy and Research Department, Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, transmitting
the Corporation’s final rule—Benefits Pay-
able in Terminated Single- Employer Plans;
Allocation of Assets in Single-Employer
Plans; Interest Assumptions for Valuing and
Paying Benefits—received August 23, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

3722. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulatory Law, Office of Pro-
curement and Assistance Policy, Department
of Energy, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—FAR Class Deviation Addressing
Service Contract Act Requirements for Sub-
contracts for Certain Commercial Services
[AL–2000–10R] received August 31, 2001, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

3723. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of
Georgia (Transmittal No. 23–01), pursuant to
22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on
International Relations.

3724. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of Slo-
venia (Transmittal No. 22–01), pursuant to 22
U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

3725. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of
Ukraine (Transmittal No. 25–01), pursuant to
22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on
International Relations.

3726. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of

Uzbekistan (Transmittal No. 26–01), pursuant
to 22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on
International Relations.

3727. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Republic of
Moldova (Transmittal No. 24–01), pursuant to
22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on
International Relations.

3728. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Navy’s proposed lease of
defense articles to the Federal Republic of
Germany (Transmittal No. 11–01), pursuant
to 22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on
International Relations.

3729. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Army’s proposed lease of
defense articles to the Government of Singa-
pore (Transmittal No. 10–01), pursuant to 22
U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

3730. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Navy’s proposed lease of
defense articles to the Government of the
Arab Republic of Egypt (Transmittal No. 12–
01), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the
Committee on International Relations.

3731. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of
Kyrgyzstan (Transmittal No. 29–01), pursuant
to 22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on
International Relations.

3732. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of
Kazakhstan (Transmittal No. 28–01), pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee
on International Relations.

3733. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Republic of Albania
(Transmittal No. 13–01), pursuant to 22 U.S.C.
2796a(a); to the Committee on International
Relations.

3734. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of Ro-
mania (Transmittal No. 16–01), pursuant to 22
U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

3735. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of the
Slovak Republic (Transmittal No. 21–01),
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

3736. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Republic of Bul-
garia (Transmittal No. 14–01), pursuant to 22
U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

3737. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of Es-
tonia (Transmittal No. 17–01), pursuant to 22
U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

3738. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of Cro-
atia (Transmittal No. 20–01), pursuant to 22
U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

3739. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting

VerDate 31-AUG-2001 04:29 Sep 21, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00126 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K20SE7.104 pfrm02 PsN: H20PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5863September 20, 2001
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of Lat-
via (Transmittal No. 18–01), pursuant to 22
U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

3740. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Republic of Lith-
uania (Transmittal No. 19–01), pursuant to 22
U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

3741. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Republic of Mac-
edonia (Transmittal No. 15–01), pursuant to
22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee on
International Relations.

3742. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
the Department of Defense’s proposed lease
of defense articles to the Government of
Turkmenistan (Transmittal No. 27–01), pur-
suant to 22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the Committee
on International Relations.

3743. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a notice, in accordance with
Section 42(b) of the Arms Export Control
Act, that the Government of Egypt has re-
quested that the United States Government
permit the use of Foreign Military Financing
for the sale of 100 M1A1 ABRAMS tank kits
in order to co-produce 100 M1A1 ABRAMS
tanks in Egypt; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

3744. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Land and Minerals Manage-
ment, Department of Interior, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Solid Minerals

Reporting Requirements (RIN: 1010–AC86) re-
ceived August 23, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources.

3745. A letter from the Deputy Adminis-
trator, General Services Administration,
transmitting informational copies of Reports
of Building Project Survey for Ft. Pierce,
FL, Jackson, MS, and Austin, TX; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

3746. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulations Management, Department of
Veterans Affairs, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Certification for Eligi-
bility for Adaptive Equipment for Auto-
mobiles or Other Conveyances (RIN: 2900–
AK96) received August 23, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

3747. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulations Management, Department of
Veterans Affairs, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Veterans’ Benefits Admin-
istration Nomenclature Changes (RIN: 2900–
AK46) received August 21, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

3748. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Determination of
Issue Price in the Case of Certain Debt In-
struments Issued for Property [Rev. Rul.
2001–43] received August 23, 2001, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

3749. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Administrative,
Procedural, and Miscellaneous [Rev. Proc.
2001–46] received August 21, 2001, pursuant to

5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

3750. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Last-in, first-out in-
ventories [Rev. Rul. 2001–44] received August
21, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

3751. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Effective Dates for
Certain Amendments Made by the Economic
Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of
2001 [Notice 2001–56] received August 31, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. HOBSON: Committee on Appropria-
tions. H.R. 2904. A bill making appropria-
tions for military construction, family hous-
ing, and base realignment and closure for the
Department of Defense for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2002, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. 107–207). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida: Committee on Ap-
propriations. Report on Suballocation of
Budget Allocations for Fiscal Year 2002
(Rept. 107–208). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the Union.
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Senate
The Senate met at 8:30 p.m. and was

called to order by the Honorable
DEBBIE STABENOW, a Senator from the
State of Michigan.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Lloyd John
Ogilvie, offered the following prayer:

God of grace and God of glory, on the
Congress pour Your power. Grant these
leaders wisdom; grant them courage for
the facing of this hour. We pray for our
President, George W. Bush, tonight as
he speaks to the joint session of Con-
gress about the soul-sized issues con-
fronting our Nation and the world. May
this evening be a defining hour in our
history. Reveal Your strategy for exor-
cising the evil treachery of terrorism.
Draw us into Your inspiring presence,
then into one another in shared patri-
otism, then to loyalty to our Com-
mander in Chief in mutual commit-
ment to seek and do Your will in the
battle against this insidious, infamous
threat to the freedom and peace of our
world. Amen.

f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Honorable DEBBIE STABENOW led
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. BYRD).

The assistant legislative clerk read
the following letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,

Washington, DC, September 20, 2001.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby

appoint the Honorable DEBBIE STABENOW, a
Senator from the State of Michigan, to per-
form the duties of the Chair.

ROBERT C. BYRD,
President pro tempore.

Ms. STABENOW thereupon assumed
the Chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore.

f

MEASURES PLACED ON
CALENDAR—S. 1438 AND S. 1439

Mr. REID. Madam President, I under-
stand that the following bills are at the
desk having been read for the first
time: S. 1438 and S. 1439. I ask unani-
mous consent that it be in order en
bloc for these two bills to have re-
ceived a second reading, and I would
then object to any further consider-
ation of this legislation.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The bills will be placed on the cal-
endar.

f

AUTHORITY TO APPOINT A COM-
MITTEE TO ESCORT THE PRESI-
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES
INTO THE HOUSE CHAMBER

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the President
pro tempore of the Senate be author-
ized to appoint a committee on the
part of the Senate to join with a like
committee on the part of the House of
Representatives to escort the President
of the United States into the House
Chamber for the joint session to be
held at 9 p.m. on Thursday, September
20, 2001.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

f

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Leadership time is reserved.

MORNING BUSINESS
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, there
will now be a period for the transaction
of morning business for not to extend
beyond the hour of 8:40 p.m. with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up
to five minutes.

f

A HOUSE UNITED
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, in the

wake of the terrible events of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, there have been reports
of senseless acts of gun violence
against innocent Americans, whose
only crime was their ethnicity or reli-
gion. In this time of national crisis we
must not lose sight that it is our diver-
sity, our freedom to worship, and our
steadfast commitment to liberty and
the rule of law that form the founda-
tion of this great Nation. While it has
shaken, standing together we can en-
sure that the American house remains
strong. And it is unity that guarantees
our ultimate victory.

f

SURVIVOR BENEFIT PLAN AMEND-
MENT TO THE NATIONAL DE-
FENSE AUTHORIZATION BILL
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2002
Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President,

today, I am offering an amendment to
the national Defense authorization bill
for fiscal year 2002 that would correct
the longstanding injustice to the wid-
ows or widowers of our military retir-
ees. The proposed legislation, which re-
flects the language of S. 145 which I in-
troduced on January 23, 2001, would im-
mediately increase for surviving
spouses over the age 62 the minimum
survivor Benefit Plan, SBP, annuity
from 35 percent to 40 percent of the
SBP covered retired pay. The bill
would provide a further increase to 45
percent of covered retired pay as of Oc-
tober 1, 2004, and to 55 percent as of
September 2011.

As I outlined in my many statements
in support of this important legislation

VerDate 31-AUG-2001 04:18 Sep 21, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A20SE6.000 pfrm04 PsN: S20PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES9552 September 20, 2001
the Survivor Benefit Plan advertises,
that if the service member elects to
join the plan, his survivor will receive
55 percent of the member’s retirement
pay. Unfortunately, that is not so. The
reason that they do not receive the 55
percent of retired pay is that current
law mandates that at age 62 this
amount be reduced either by the
amount of the survivor’s Social Secu-
rity benefit or to 35 percent of the SBP.
This law is especially irksome to those
retirees who joined the plan when it
was first offered in 1972. These service
members were never informed of the
age-62 reduction until they had made
an irrevocable decision to participate.
Many retirees and their spouses, as our
constituent mail attests, believed their
premium payments would guarantee 55
percent of retired pay for the life of the
survivor. It is not hard to imagine the
shock and financial disadvantage these
men and women who so loyally served
the Nation for many years experience
when they learn of the annuity reduc-
tion.

Uniformed services retirees pay too
much for the available SBP benefit
both, compared to what we promised
and what we offer other Federal retir-
ees. When the Survivor Benefit Plan
was enacted in 1972, the Congress in-
tended that the government would pay
40 percent of the cost to parallel the
government subsidy of the Federal ci-
vilian survivor benefit plan. That was
short-lived. Over time, the govern-
ment’s cost sharing has declined to
about 26 percent. In other words, the
retiree’s premiums now cover 74 per-
cent of expected long-term program
costs versus the intended 60 percent.
Contrast this with the Federal civilian
SBP, which has a 42-percent subsidy for
those personnel under the Federal Em-
ployees Retirement System and a 50-
percent subsidy for those under the
Civil Service Retirement System. Fur-
ther, Federal civilian survivors receive
50 percent of retired pay with no offset
at age 62. Although Federal civilian
premiums are 10 percent retired pay
compared to 6.5 percent for military re-
tirees, the difference in the percent of
contribution is offset by the fact that
our service personnel retire at a much
younger age than the civil servant and,
therefore pay premiums much longer
than the Federal civilian retiree.

Although the House conferees
thwarted my previous efforts to enact
this legislation into law, I am ever op-
timistic that this year we will prevail.
I base my optimism on the fact that
the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2001 included a
sense of the Congress on increasing
Survivor Benefit Plan annuities for
surviving spouses age 62 or older. The
sense of the Congress reflects the con-
cern addressed by the legislation I am
introducing again today.

Since I introduced S. 145, 32 of my
colleagues joined as cosponsors to the
bill. I hope my colleagues will speak in
support of this important legislation
and the Senate will adopt this amend-
ment.

THE FIRST ENGINEER BATTALION

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I
rise today in recognition of a military
unit whose gallant service to our Na-
tion extends over a century and a half.

The First Engineer Battalion, trac-
ing its intrepid lineage to 1846, is the
oldest Engineer Battalion in the
United States Army. Having served in
both the Mexican War and Civil War,
they continued their valorous service
to our great Nation through the Span-
ish American War, in Cuba, and in the
Philippine Insurrection.

The First Engineer Battalion was re-
organized and expanded in World War I
to form the First Engineer Regiment,
assigned to the First Division, fighting
in every major engagement in France.
They were cited by the French Govern-
ment with the French Fourragere and
two Croix De Guerres. Taking part in
North African landings and invasions
of Sicily and Normandy during World
War II, they were awarded three Presi-
dential Unit Citations, two additional
Croix De Guerres with Palm, the
Medaille Militaire, and the Belgian
Fourragere. Earning eight campaign
streamers, they distinguished them-
selves across two continents. They
again were called to Southeast Asia in
support of the ‘‘Big Red One’’ being
awarded three Meritorious Unit Com-
mendations, Vietnamese Cross of Gal-
lantry with Palm, and Vietnamese
Civil Action Honor Medal. Deploying to
Germany as part of REFORGER exer-
cises and to Southwest Asia as part of
Desert Shield and Desert Storm they
where again lauded for their actions
and awarded the Valorous Unit Cita-
tion.

We cannot take lightly their daunt-
less and meritorious service to our Na-
tion. Nor can we forget the valiant ac-
tions of those who served in building
the necessary infrastructure for our
troops under the most adverse and haz-
ardous conditions. For over two-thirds
of our Nation’s history, their accom-
plishments, both individually and col-
lectively, were pivotal not only to a
successful combat effort, but to estab-
lishing and maintaining the legacy of
which the Combat Engineers may be
justifiably proud.

I join in expressing the respect, admi-
ration, and grateful appreciation of our
Nation as they gather for their annual
reunion in Ashville, NC, later this
month.

f

SBP ELIGIBILITY FOR MEMBERS
OF THE ARMED FORCES SERV-
ING ON ACTIVE DUTY

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, on
September 11, 2001, our lives were
changed irrevocably. It is a day none of
us will forget, a day where each of us
will remember exactly where we were
when we heard our nation had been at-
tacked and our freedom had been as-
saulted.

We lost so many innocent civilians in
New York and so many dedicated mili-

tary personnel in Washington, DC. The
amendment I am introducing today
deals with the military. Each of them
has made a choice: to defend our Na-
tion, its freedom, and its principles. On
September 11, we were reminded of how
real that sacrifice is, and how critical
those contributions are.

We all witnessed the destruction of
innocent people and American land-
marks. These evil acts did not destroy
our spirit, our faith, or our hope. And
they will never destroy our freedom—
because Americans are resilient, and
our men and women in uniform brave.

It is why, in my career in public serv-
ice, I have dedicated myself to sup-
porting and defending these noble men
and women and their families who
serve our Nation in the Armed Forces.
Their courage, their work, and their ef-
forts are important, honorable, and in-
spiring.

We have only just started to deal
with the greatest loss to our country
since Pearl Harbor; only started to un-
cover the lasting effects of this heinous
evil, and once again our military has
been among those directly hit. In the
months ahead we will respond and
those who serve will put their lives on
the line.

This is why I introduced legislation
in June to ensure that all military per-
sonnel who die in the line of duty, like
those who died serving their country at
the Pentagon, are able to receive re-
tirement benefits they have earned. In
the military, personnel are not vested
in retirement benefits unless they have
served 20 years or more, or unless the
services medically retire them before
death. Clearly, someone who dies in the
line of duty cannot fulfill either of
these requirements, meaning their
families do not receive their pro rata
share of retirement pensions. It is hor-
rible enough for a family to lose a
loved one—it is an even greater hard-
ship for them to not receive these
earned benefits.

I think it is only right that those
who die while defending our country
and our principles can know that their
families will be taken care of by their
country. Therefore, today I am submit-
ting an amendment to the Defense au-
thorization bill that will ensure that
the surviving spouse receives survivors’
retirement benefits commensurate
with the number of years their loved
one has served—effective September 10,
2001.

This is the very least we can do for
the families of our men and women in
uniform, for the families who lost loved
ones on September 11. They have made
the ultimate sacrifice, and we must
take care of them now. This is no dif-
ferent from a civilian worker’s family
receiving the retirement accumulated
by a lost loved one.

Tragically, two of the very men who
were working with me on this legisla-
tion were killed at the Pentagon on
that fateful day. Gary F. Smith, the
Chief of Army Retirement Services and
a retired Army Lieutenant Colonel,
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and Max Beilke, a member of his staff,
a retired Army Master Sergeant, were
impressive men who had provided in-
valuable assistance to me and my staff
on this legislation. On June 15, Colonel
Smith wrote my staff about this legis-
lation saying, ‘‘Those of us who work
on these issues daily know how impor-
tant this will be. We’ll keep our fingers
crossed and hope it will get into law.’’

In memory of Colonel Smith and
Master Sergeant Beilke, I ask that we
pass this amendment for those who
died September 11 and those who will
die in the future in the service of our
country.

As the true impact of September’s
horrifying events become even clearer,
this legislation would offer a measure
of support for families facing unbeliev-
able tragedy. It is, again, the least we
can do.

f

RECOGNITION TO ONE OF GEOR-
GIA’S FINEST: COCA-COLA COM-
PANY

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay tribute to the spirit of
giving and compassion exhibited by one
of the world’s finest multi-national
companies, the Coca-Cola Company.
Coke’s employees and bottlers have
generously donated $12 million to the
relief efforts ongoing in New York and
Washington. It is not surprising to see
that Coca-Cola is continuing its long
tradition of supporting people in need.

Approximately $6 million will be
used to support the efforts of the Red
Cross, which has been tireless in its
dedication to the victims of this at-
tack. The remaining $6 million will be
channeled directly to local funds in
New York and Washington to support
humanitarian causes. It is fitting that
a company so associated with America
and the American spirit would come to
the aid of our citizens in this difficult
time.

It is for this reason that I rise to
honor the Coca-Cola Company for its
charitable support. Their efforts de-
serve our applause and recognition.

f

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

TRIBUTE TO EDWIN L. SULLIVAN

∑ Mr. REED. Mr. President, it is with
great pleasure that I rise today to ac-
knowledge a distinguished Rhode Is-
lander and proven leader in my State’s
labor community, Mr. Eddie Sullivan,
the President and Business Manager of
the International Union of Operating
Engineers, (IUOE), Local 57 in Provi-
dence.

Eddie Sullivan lives in Warwick with
his wife Dolly and is a proud father of
four wonderful daughters, Kim, Kim-
berly, Kristen, and Katherine. Mr. Sul-
livan was initiated into IUOE Local 57
in January of 1964, and has worked for
various contractors in the State of
Rhode Island as a crane operator over
the years, taking part in the construc-

tion of some of Rhode Island’s most
significant structures. In 1976, Local 57
elected him as an Auditor, and due to
his hard work appointed him as the
Vice President in 1980. In just five
short years, Eddie was appointed as the
Business Manager and President of
Local 57 in 1985 and continues to serve
in this capacity today.

In addition to his various responsibil-
ities within the labor movement, Mr.
Sullivan has served as the President of
the Rhode Island Building and Con-
struction Trades Council and was elect-
ed as a Trustee of the International
Union of Operating Engineers for the
Northeastern States in 1991.

As Local 57 celebrates its centennial
of fighting for the concerns and needs
of hard working Rhode Islanders, it is
only fitting to acknowledge Eddie for
his decades of service to the IUOE. I
would like to take this opportunity to
personally extend my deep apprecia-
tion and gratitude to Eddie Sullivan
for his continued hard work and leader-
ship over the years to the labor move-
ment, and his efforts to improving the
lives of so many Rhode Islanders and
their families.∑

f

TRIBUTE TO ALEX EUCARE

∑ Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I rise
today to recognize the efforts of a pa-
triotic American. On September 14,
2001, Senator MITCH MCCONNELL and I
introduced S. 1431, a bill to authorize
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue
War Bonds in support of recovery and
response efforts relating to the Sep-
tember 11, 2001 hijackings and attacks
on the Pentagon and the World Trade
Center.

After the news media broadcast our
efforts, Mr. Alex Eucare of Gaithers-
burg, MD heard about the bill and
moved to reserve the Internet domain
name ‘‘warbonds.com’’ and toll free
telephone number ‘‘866–WAR–BOND’’ to
ensure that others attempting to im-
properly profit or exploit Americans
would not be able to do so.

This action by a concerned and car-
ing citizen such as Alex Eucare makes
me proud to call myself an American.
His act was selfless and unsolicited.
Patriotic efforts like this are taking
place all over our great nation. There
is no doubt in my mind, that with a
collaboration of these efforts, we will
prevail, both in solidifying our unity as
a nation and in punishing those respon-
sible for these acts of terror.

As my good friend Senator MCCON-
NELL noted, ‘‘Alex’s foresight in reserv-
ing the domain name and toll free
number is yet another example of the
thoughtful and compassionate nature
of Americans. It is those very qualities
that Senator BURNS and I are confident
will make War Bonds such a success.’’∑

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

REPORT ON RECOVERY AND RE-
SPONSE TO TERRORIST ATTACKS
ON WORLD TRADE CENTER AND
PENTAGON—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT—PM 43
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-

fore the Senate a message from the
President of the United States, trans-
mitting a copy of the President’s ad-
dress concerning the terrorist attack
on New York’s World Trade Center and
the Pentagon, delivered to a joint ses-
sion of Congress on September 20, 2001;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

To the Congress of the United States:
Mr. Speaker, Mr. President pro tem-

pore, Members of Congress, and fellow
Americans:

In the normal course of events, Presi-
dents come to this chamber to report
on the state of the Union. Tonight, no
such report is needed. It has already
been delivered by the American people.

We have seen it in the courage of pas-
sengers, who rushed terrorists to save
others on the ground—passengers like
an exceptional man named Todd
Beamer. Please help me to welcome his
wife, Lisa Beamer, here tonight.

We have seen the state of our Union
in the endurance of rescuers, working
past exhaustion. We have seen the
unfurling of flags, the lighting of can-
dles, the giving of blood, the saying of
prayers—in English, Hebrew, and Ara-
bic. We have seen the decency of a lov-
ing and giving people, who have made
the grief of strangers their own.

My fellow citizens, for the last nine
days, the entire world has seen for
itself the state of our Union—and it is
strong.

Tonight we are a country awakened
to danger and called to defend freedom.
Our grief has turned to anger, and
anger to resolution. Whether we bring
our enemies to justice, or bring justice
to our enemies, justice will be done.

I thank the Congress for its leader-
ship at such an important time. All of
America was touched on the evening of
the tragedy to see Republicans and
Democrats, joined together on the
steps of this Capitol, singing ‘‘God
Bless America.’’ And you did more
than sing, you acted, by delivering
forty billion dollars to rebuild our com-
munities and meet the needs of our
military.

Speaker Hastert and Minority Leader
Gephardt, Majority Leader Daschle,
and Senator Lott, I thank you for your
friendship and your leadership and
your service to our country.

And on behalf of the American peo-
ple, I thank the world for its out-
pouring of support. America will never
forget the sounds of our National An-
them playing at Buckingham Palace,
and on the streets of Paris, and at Ber-
lin’s Brandenburg Gate. We will not
forget South Korean children gathering
to pray outside our embassy in Seoul,
or the prayers of sympathy offered at a
mosque in Cairo. We will not forget
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moments of silence and days of mourn-
ing in Australia and Africa and Latin
America.

Nor will we forget the citizens of
eighty other nations who died with our
own. Dozens of Pakistanis. More than
130 Israelis. More than 250 citizens of
India. Men and women from El Sal-
vador, Iran, Mexico, and Japan. And
hundreds of British citizens. America
has no truer friend than Great Britain.
Once again, we are joined together in a
great cause. The British Prime Min-
ister has crossed an ocean to show his
unity of purpose with America, and to-
night we welcome Tony Blair.

On September the eleventh, enemies
of freedom committed an act of war
against our country. Americans have
known wars—but for the past 136 years,
they have been wars on foreign soil, ex-
cept for one Sunday in 1941. Americans
have known the casualties of war—but
not at the center of a great city on a
peaceful morning. Americans have
known surprise attacks—but never be-
fore on thousands of civilians. All of
this was brought upon us in a single
day—and night fell on a different
world, a world where freedom itself is
under attack.

Americans have many questions to-
night. Americans are asking: Who at-
tacked our country?

The evidence we have gathered all
points to a collection of loosely affili-
ated terrorist organizations known as
al-Qaida. They are the same murderers
indicted for bombing American embas-
sies in Tanzania and Kenya, and re-
sponsible for the bombing of the U.S.S.
Cole.

Al-Qaida is to terror what the mafia
is to crime. But its goal is not making
money; its goal is remaking the
world—and imposing its radical beliefs
on people everywhere.

The terrorists practice a fringe form
of Islamic extremism that has been re-
jected by Muslim scholars and the vast
majority of Muslim clerics—a fringe
movement that perverts the peaceful
teachings of Islam. The terrorists’ di-
rective commands them to kill Chris-
tians and Jews, to kill all Americans,
and make no distinctions among mili-
tary and civilians, including women
and children.

This group and its leaders—a person
named Usama bin Ladin—are linked to
many other organizations in different
countries, including the Egyptian Is-
lamic Jihad and the Islamic Movement
of Uzbekistan.

There are thousands of these terror-
ists in more than sixty countries. They
are recruited from their own nations
and neighborhoods, and brought to
camps in places like Afghanistan where
they are trained in the tactics of ter-
ror. They are sent back to their homes
or sent to hide in countries around the
world to plot evil and destruction.

The leadership of al-Qaida has great
influence in Afghanistan, and supports
the Taliban regime in controlling most
of that country. In Afghanistan, we see
al-Qaida’s vision for the world.

Afghanistan’s people have been bru-
talized—many are starving and many
have fled. Women are not allowed to
attend school. You can be jailed for
owning a television. Religion can be
practiced only as their leaders dictate.
A man can be jailed in Afghanistan if
his beard is not long enough.

The United States respects the peo-
ple of Afghanistan—after all, we are
currently its largest source of humani-
tarian aid—but we condemn the
Taliban regime. It is not only repress-
ing its own people, it is threatening
people everywhere by sponsoring and
sheltering and supplying terrorists. By
aiding and abetting murder, the
Taliban regime is committing murder.
And tonight, the United States of
America makes the following demands
on the Taliban:

Deliver to United States authorities
all the leaders of al-Qaida who hide in
your land.

Release all foreign nationals—includ-
ing American citizens—you have un-
justly imprisoned, and protect foreign
journalists, diplomats, and aid workers
in your country.

Close immediately and permanently
every terrorist training camp in Af-
ghanistan and hand over every ter-
rorist, and every person in their sup-
port structure, to appropriate authori-
ties.

Give the United States full access to
terrorist training camps, so we can
make sure they are no longer oper-
ating.

These demands are not open to nego-
tiation or discussion. The Taliban must
act and act immediately. They will
hand over the terrorists, or they will
share in their fate.

I also want to speak tonight directly
to Muslims throughout the world: We
respect your faith. It is practiced freely
by many millions of Americans, and by
millions more in countries that Amer-
ica counts as friends. Its teachings are
good and peaceful, and those who com-
mit evil in the name of Allah blas-
pheme the name of Allah. The terror-
ists are traitors to their own faith, try-
ing, in effect, to hijack Islam itself.
The enemy of America is not our many
Muslim friends; it is not our many
Arab friends. Our enemy is a radical
network of terrorists, and every gov-
ernment that supports them.

Our war on terror with al-Qaida, but
it does not end there. It will not end
until every terrorist group of global
reach has been found, stopped, and de-
feated.

Americans are asking: Why do they
hate us?

They hate what we see right here in
this chamber—a democratically elected
government. Their leaders are self-ap-
pointed. They hate our freedoms—our
freedom of religion, our freedom of
speech, our freedom to vote and assem-
ble and disagree with each other.

They want to overthrow existing gov-
ernments in many Muslim countries,
such as Egypt, Saudi Arabia, and Jor-
dan. They want to drive Israel out of

the Middle East. They want to drive
Christians and Jews out of vast regions
of Asia and Africa.

These terrorists kill not merely to
end lives, but to disrupt and end a way
of life. With every atrocity, they hope
that America grows fearful, retreating
from the world and forsaking our
friends. They stand against us, because
we stand in their way.

We are not deceived by their pre-
tenses to piety. We have seen their
kind before. They are the heirs of all
the murderous ideologies of the twen-
tieth century. By sacrificing human
life to serve their radical visions—by
abandoning every value except the will
to power—they follow in the path of
fascism, and Nazism, and totali-
tarianism. And they will follow that
path all the way, to where it ends: in
history’s unmarked grave of discarded
lies.

Americans are asking: How will we
fight and win this war?

We will direct every resource at our
command—every means of diplomacy,
every tool of intelligence, every instru-
ment of law enforcement, every finan-
cial influence, and every necessary
weapon of war—to the disruption and
defeat of the global terror network.

This war will not be like the war
against Iraq a decade ago, with its de-
cisive liberation of territory and its
swift conclusion. It will not look like
the air war above Kosovo two years
ago, where no ground troops were used
and not a single American was lost in
combat.

Our response involves far more than
instant retaliation and isolated
strikes. Americans should not expect
one battle, but a lengthy campaign, un-
like any other we have seen. It may in-
clude dramatic strikes, visible on tele-
vision, and covert operations, secret
even in success. We will starve terror-
ists of funding, turn them one against
another, drive them from place to
place, until there is no refuge or rest.
And we will pursue nations that pro-
vide aid or safe haven to terrorism.
Every nation, in every region, now has
a decision to make. Either you are
with us, or you are with the terrorists.
From this day forward, any nation that
continues to harbor or support ter-
rorism will be regarded by the United
States as a hostile regime.

Our Nation has been put on notice:
We are not immune from attack. We
will take defensive measures against
terrorism to protect Americans.

Today, dozens of Federal depart-
ments and agencies, as well as State
and local governments, have respon-
sibilities affecting homeland security.
These efforts must be coordinated at
the highest level. So tonight I an-
nounce the creation of a Cabinet-level
position reporting directly to me—the
Office of Homeland Security. And to-
night I also announce a distinguished
American to lead this effort to
strengthen America’s security—a mili-
tary veteran, an effective Governor, a
true patriot, and my trusted friend,
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Pennsylvania’s Governor Tom Ridge.
He will lead, oversee, and coordinate a
comprehensive national strategy to
safeguard our country against ter-
rorism, and respond to any attacks
that may come.

These measures are essential. But
the only way to defeat terrorism as a
threat to our way of life is to stop it,
eliminate it, and destroy it where it
grows.

Many will be involved in this effort,
from FBI agents to intelligence
operatives to the reservists we have
called to active duty. All deserve our
thanks, and all have our prayers. And
tonight, a few miles from the damaged
Pentagon, I have a message for our
military: Be ready. I have called the
armed forces to alert, and there is a
reason. The hour is coming when
America will act, and you will make us
proud.

This is not, however, just America’s
fight. And what is at stake is not just
America’s freedom. This is the world’s
fight. This is civilization’s fight. This
is the fight of all who believe in
progress and pluralism, tolerance and
freedom.

We ask every nation to join us. We
will ask, and we will need, the help of
police forces, intelligence services, and
banking systems around the world. The
United States is grateful that many
nations and many international orga-
nizations have already responded—with
sympathy and with support. Nations
from Latin America, to Asia, to Africa,
to Europe, to the Islamic world. Per-
haps the NATO Charter reflects best
the attitude of the world: an attack on
one is an attack on all.

The civilized world is rallying to
America’s side. They understand that
if this terror goes unpunished, their
own cities, their own citizens may be
next. Terror, unanswered, can not only
bring down buildings, it can threaten
the stability of legitimate govern-
ments. And we will not allow it.

Americans are asking: What is ex-
pected of us?

I ask you to live your lives and hug
your children. I know many citizens
have fears tonight, and I ask you to be
calm and resolute, even in the face of a
continuing threat.

I ask you to uphold the values of
America, and remember why so many
have come here. We are in a fight for
our principles, and our first responsi-
bility is to live by them. No one should
be singled out for unfair treatment or
unkind words because of their ethnic
background or religious faith.

I ask you to continue to support the
victims of this tragedy with your con-
tributions. Those who want to give can
go to a central source of information,
libertyunites.org, to find the names of
groups providing direct help in New
York, Pennsylvania, and Virginia.

The thousands of FBI agents who are
now at work in this investigation may
need your cooperation, and I ask you
to give it.

I ask for your patience, with the
delays and inconveniences that may

accompany tighter security—and for
your patience in what will be a long
struggle.

I ask your continued participation
and confidence in the American econ-
omy. Terrorists attacked a symbol of
American prosperity. They did not
touch its source. America is successful
because of the hard work, and cre-
ativity, and enterprise of our people.
These were the true strengths of our
economy before September eleventh,
and they are our strengths today.

Finally, please continue praying for
the victims of terror and their fami-
lies, for those in uniform, and for our
great country. Prayer has comforted us
in sorrow, and will help strengthen us
for the journey ahead.

Tonight I thank my fellow Ameri-
cans for what you have already done
and for what you will do. And ladies
and gentlemen of the Congress, I thank
you, their representatives, for what
you have already done, and for what we
will do together.

Tonight, we face new and sudden na-
tional challenges. We will come to-
gether to improve air safety, to dra-
matically expand the number of air
marshals on domestic flights, and take
new measures to prevent hijacking. We
will come together to promote sta-
bility and keep our airlines flying with
direct assistance during this emer-
gency.

We will come together to give law en-
forcement the additional tools it needs
to track down terror here at home. We
will come together to strengthen our
intelligence capabilities to know the
plans of terrorists before they act, and
find them before they strike.

We will come together to take active
steps that strengthen America’s econ-
omy, and put our people back to work.

Tonight we welcome here two leaders
who embody the extraordinary spirit of
all New Yorkers: Governor George
Pataki and Mayor Rudy Giuliani. As a
symbol of America’s resolve, my Ad-
ministration will work with the Con-
gress, and these two leaders, to show
the world that we will rebuild New
York City.

After all that has just passed—all the
lives taken, and all the possibilities
and hopes that died with them—it is
natural to wonder if America’s future
is one of fear. Some speak of an age of
terror. I know there are struggles
ahead, and dangers to face. But this
country will define our times, not be
defined by them. As long as the United
States of America is determined and
strong, this will not be an age of ter-
ror; this will be an age of liberty, here
and across the world.

Great harm has been done to us. We
have suffered great loss. And in our
grief and anger we have found our mis-
sion and our moment. Freedom and
fear are at war. The advance of human
freedom—the great achievement of our
time, and the great hope of every
time—now depends on us. Our Nation—
this generation—will lift a dark threat
of violence from our people and our fu-

ture. We will rally the world to this
cause, by our efforts and by our cour-
age. We will not tire, we will not falter,
and we will not fail.

It is my hope that in the months and
years ahead, life will return almost to
normal. We’ll go back to our lives and
routines, and that is good. Even grief
recedes with time and grace. But our
resolve must not pass. Each of us will
remember what happened that day, and
to whom it happened. We will remem-
ber the moment the news came—where
we were and what we were doing. Some
will remember an image of fire, or a
story of rescue. Some will carry memo-
ries of a face and a voice gone forever.

And I will carry this. It is the police
shield of a man named George Howard,
who died at the World Trade Center
trying to save others. It was given to
me by his mom, Arlene, as a proud me-
morial to her son. This is my reminder
of lives that ended, and a task that
does not end.

I will not forget this wound to our
country, or those who inflicted it. I
will not yield—I will not rest—I will
not relent in waging this struggle for
the freedom and security of the Amer-
ican people.

The course of this conflict is not
known, yet its outcome is certain.
Freedom and fear, justice and cruelty,
have always been at war, and we know
that God is not neutral between them.

Fellow citizens, we will meet vio-
lence with patient justice—assured of
the rightness of our cause, and con-
fident of the victories to come. In all
that lies before us, may God grant us
wisdom, and may He watch over the
United States of America.

Thank you.
GEORGE W. BUSH.

THE WHITE HOUSE, September 20, 2001.

f

MEASURE REFERRED

The following concurrent resolution,
which was being held at the desk pend-
ing further disposition, was referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary:

S. Con. Res. 66. A concurrent resolution to
express the sense of the Congress that the
Public Safety Officer Medal of Valor should
be awarded to public safety officers killed in
the line of duty in the aftermath of the ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 2001.

f

MEASURES PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR

The following bills were read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar:

S. 1438. A bill to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2002 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year for the
Armed Forces, and for other purposes.

S. 1439. A bill to provide and revise condi-
tions and requirements for the ballistic mis-
sile defense programs, and for other pur-
poses.
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ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on today, September 20, 2001, she
had presented to the President of the
United States the following enrolled
bill:

S. 1424. An act to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to provide permanent
authority for the admission of ‘‘S’’ visa non-
immigrants.

f

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, which were referred as indi-
cated:

EC–3956. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Financial Crimes Enforcement
Network, Department of the Treasury, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Amendments to the Bank Secrecy
Act Regulations—Registration of Money
Services Business and Requirement that
Money Transmitters and Money Order and
Traveler’s Check Issuers, Sellers and Re-
deemers Report Suspicious Transactions; Im-
plementation Dates’’ (RIN1506–AA24) re-
ceived on September 14, 2001; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs.

EC–3957. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, transmitting, a
draft of proposed legislation entitled ‘‘Vet-
erans’ Benefits Act of 2001’’; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

EC–3958. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Office of Management and Budget,
Executive Office of the President, transmit-
ting , pursuant to law, a cumulative report
on rescissions and deferrals dated August 16,
2001; transmitted jointly, pursuant to the
order on January 30, 1975, as modified by the
order of April 11, 1986; to the Committees on
Appropriations; the Budget; and Foreign Re-
lations.

EC–3959. A communication from the Con-
gressional Liaison Officer, United States
Trade and Development Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to
prospective funding obligations; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

EC–3960. A communication from the Com-
missioner of the Department of the Interior,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report enti-
tled ‘‘Desalination and Water Purification
Research and Development Program’’ dated
May 2001; to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources.

EC–3961. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Interior, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Quality of
Water Colorado River Basin’’; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources.

EC–3962. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fee for
Services to Support FEMA’s Offsite Radio-
logical Emergency Preparedness Program’’
(RIN3067–AC87) received on July 5, 2001; to
the Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

EC–3963. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a nomination
confirmed for the position of Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Water, received on August 10,
2001; to the Committee on Environment and
Public Works.

EC–3964. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Administrator of the Environ-

mental Protection Agency, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a nomination
confirmed for the position of Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Air and Radiation, received
on August 10, 2001; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works.

EC–3965. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a nomination
confirmed for the position of General Coun-
sel, received on August 10, 2001; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works.

EC–3966. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a nomination
confirmed for the position of Assistant Ad-
ministrator for International Affairs, re-
ceived on August 10, 2001; to the Committee
on Environment and Public Works.

EC–3967. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Zeta-cypermethrin and its Inactive
R-isomers; Pesticide Tolerances’’ (FRL6801–
1) received on September 13, 2001; to the
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and
Forestry.

EC–3968. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Mefenoxam; Pesticide Tolerance’’
(FRL6801–4) received on September 13, 2001;
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry.

EC–3969. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fluroxypyr 1-Methylheptyl Ester;
Pesticide Tolerances for Emergency’’
(FRL6798–5) received on September 13, 2001;
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry.

EC–3970. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Clethodim; Pesticide Tolerance’’
(FRL6800–9) received on September 13, 2001;
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry.

EC–3971. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Bispyrida-Sodium Pesticide Toler-
ance’’ (FRL6803–2) received on September 13,
2001; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry.

EC–3972. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Bentazon; Pesticide Tolerances’’
(FRL6803–2) received on September 13, 2001;
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry.

EC–3973. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Defense,
transmitting, a draft of proposed legislation
entitled ‘‘Exemption from Certain Immigra-
tion Inspection Fees’’; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

EC–3974. A communication from the Assist-
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report on the Activi-
ties and Operations of the Public Integrity
Section for 2000; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

EC–3975. A communication from the White
House Liaison, Department of Justice, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a
nomination confirmed for the position of Di-

rector, National Institute of Justice, re-
ceived on August 20, 2001; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

EC–3976. A communication from the White
House Liaison, Department of Justice, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a
nomination confirmed for the position of As-
sistant Attorney General, received on Au-
gust 20, 2001; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

EC–3977. A communication from the White
House Liaison, Department of Justice, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a
nomination confirmed for the position of As-
sistant Attorney General, received on Au-
gust 20, 2001; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

EC–3978. A communication from the White
House Liaison, Department of Justice, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a
nomination confirmed for the position of As-
sistant Attorney General, received on Au-
gust 20, 2001; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

EC–3979. A communication from the White
House Liaison, Department of Justice, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a
nomination confirmed for the position of Ad-
ministrator, Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion, received on August 20, 2001; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

EC–3980. A communication from the White
House Liaison, Department of Justice, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a
nomination confirmed for the position of Di-
rector, Federal Bureau of Investigations, re-
ceived on August 20, 2001; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

EC–3981. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, a report rel-
ative to H.R. 2276; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

EC–3982. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Defense,
transmitting, a draft of proposed legislation
relating to income and transportation taxes
on our military and civilian personnel; to
the Committee on Finance.

EC–3983. A communication from the Chief
of the Regulations Unit, Internal Revenue
Service, Department of the Treasury, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Revenue Ruling—Determination of
Interest Rates, Quarter beginning October 1,
2001’’ (Rev. Rul. 2001–47); to the Committee
on Finance.

EC–3984. A communication from the Chief
of the Regulations Unit, Internal Revenue
Service, Department of the Treasury, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Rollover for Qualified Tuition
Plans’’ (Notice 2001–55) received on Sep-
tember 7, 2001; to the Committee on Finance.

EC–3985. A communication from the Chair-
man of the United States International
Trade Commission, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report entitled ‘‘Certain Circular
Welded Carbon Quality Line Pipe: Moni-
toring Developments in the Domestic Indus-
try’’; to the Committee on Finance.

EC–3986. A communication from the Chief
of the Regulations Unit, Internal Revenue
Service, Department of the Treasury, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Rev. Rul. 2001–40’’ received on Sep-
tember 18, 2001; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

EC–3987. A communication from the Chief
of the Regulations Branch, United States
Customs Service, Department of the Treas-
ury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Distribution of Con-
tinued Dumping and Subsidy Offset to Af-
fected Domestic Producers’’ (RIN1515–AC84)
received on September 18, 2001; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.
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EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF

COMMITTEES

The following executive reports of
committees were submitted:

By Mr. HOLLINGS for the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

*Joseph M. Clapp, of North Carolina, to be
Administrator of the Federal Motor Carrier
Safety Administration.

*Marion Blakey, of Mississippi, to be
Chairman of the National Transportation
Safety Board for a term of two years.

*Marion Blakey, of Mississippi, to be a
Member of the National Transportation
Safety Board for a term expiring December
31, 2005.

*Read Van de Water, of North Carolina, to
be an Assistant Secretary of Transportation.

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate.

f

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. SANTORUM (for himself and
Mr. SPECTER):

S. 1441. A bill to establish the Oil Region
National Heritage Area; to the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources.

By Mr. MILLER:
S. 1442. A bill to amend the Immigration

and Nationality Act to impose a limitation
on the wage that the Secretary of Labor may
require an employer to pay an alien who is
an H–2A nonimmigrant agricultural worker;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MILLER:
S. 1443. A bill to amend the Water Re-

sources Development Act of 2000 to modify a
provision relating to easement prohibitions;
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works.

f

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Mr.
WARNER, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mrs. BOXER,
Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr.
COCHRAN, Mr. CORZINE, Mr. DASCHLE,
Mr. DAYTON, Mr. DODD, Mr. DORGAN,
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. JEF-
FORDS, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KENNEDY,
Mr. KERRY, Mr. KOHL, Mr. LEVIN, Ms.
MIKULSKI, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska,
Mr. REED, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. SCHU-
MER, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. WELLSTONE,
Mr. TORRICELLI, and Mr. THURMOND):

S. Res. 161. A resolution designating Octo-
ber 17, 2001, as a ‘‘Day of National Concern
About Young People and Gun Violence’’; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

f

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 662

At the request of Mr. DODD, the name
of the Senator from Michigan (Mr.
LEVIN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
662, a bill to amend title 38, United

States Code, to authorize the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs to furnish
headstones or markers for marked
graves of, or to other wise commemo-
rate, certain individuals.

S. 917

At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. EDWARDS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 917, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ex-
clude from gross income amounts re-
ceived on account of claims based on
certain unlawful discrimination and to
allow income averaging for backpay
and frontpay awards received on ac-
count of such claims, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 990

At the request of Mr. SMITH of New
Hampshire, the name of the Senator
from Rhode Island (Mr. CHAFEE) was
added as a cosponsor of S. 990, a bill to
amend the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife
Restoration Act to improve the provi-
sions relating to wildlife conservation
and restoration programs, and for
other purposes.

S. 1054

At the request of Mr. KOHL, the
names of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. BINGAMAN) and the Senator from
Florida (Mr. GRAHAM) were added as
cosponsors of S. 1054, a bill to amend
titles XVIII and XIX of the Social Se-
curity Act to prevent abuse of recipi-
ents of long-term care services under
the Medicare and Medicaid programs.

S. 1119

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the
name of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. CORZINE) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1119, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of Defense to carry out a study
of the extent to the coverage of mem-
bers of the Selected Reserve of the
Ready Reserve of the Armed Forces
under health benefits plans and to sub-
mit a report on the study of Congress,
and for other purposes.

S. 1250

At the request of Mrs. CARNAHAN, the
names of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. BREAUX), the Senator from New
Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN), and the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE) were
added as cosponsors of S. 1250, a bill to
amend title 10, United States Code, to
improve transitional medical and den-
tal care for members of the Armed
Forces released from active duty to
which called or ordered, or for which
retained, in support of a contingency
operation.

S. 1256

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr.
GRAHAM) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1256, a bill to provide for the reauthor-
ization of the breast cancer research
special postage stamp, and for other
purposes.

S. 1371

At the request of Mr. LEVIN, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S.

1371, a bill to combat money laundering
and protect the United States financial
system by strengthening safeguards in
private banking and correspondent
banking, and for other purposes.

S. 1379

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. BINGAMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1379, a bill to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to establish an
Office of Rare Diseases at the National
Institutes of Health, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 1421

At the request of Mr. SMITH of New
Hampshire, his name was added as a
cosponsor of S. 1421, a bill to direct the
Federal Aviation Administration to re-
implement the sky marshal program
within 30 days.

S. 1430

At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1430, a bill to authorize the
issuance of Unity Bonds in response to
the acts of terrorism perpetrated
against the United States on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, and for other purposes.

S. 1434

At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the
names of the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. CLELAND), the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. KENNEDY), and the Sen-
ator from South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON)
were added as cosponsors of S. 1434, a
bill to authorize the President to
award posthumously the Congressional
Gold Medal to the passengers and crew
of United Airlines flight 93 in the after-
math of the terrorist attack on the
United States on September 11, 2001.

S.J. RES. 18

At the request of Mr. SARBANES, the
names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. DASCHLE), the Senator from
South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON), the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin (Mr. FEINGOLD),
the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
BROWNBACK), the Senator from Ken-
tucky (Mr. BUNNING), the Senator from
Nebraska (Mr. NELSON), and the Sen-
ator from Connecticut (Mr. DODD) were
added as cosponsors of S.J. Res. 18, a
joint resolution memorializing fallen
firefighters by lowering the United
States flag to half-staff on the day of
the National Fallen Firefighters Me-
morial Service in Emmitsburg, Mary-
land.

S. CON. RES. 66
At the request of Mr. STEVENS, the

names of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. CLINTON), the Senator from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WARNER), the Senator from
Virginia (Mr. ALLEN), the Senator from
Utah (Mr. BENNETT), the Senator from
Utah (Mr. HATCH), the Senator from
Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE), the Senator
from Alabama (Mr. SHELBY), the Sen-
ator from Iowa (Mr. GRASSLEY), the
Senator from Maine (Ms. SNOWE), the
Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BUNNING),
the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. INOUYE),
the Senator from Ohio (Mr. VOINOVICH),
the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. FEIN-
GOLD), the Senator from Massachusetts
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(Mr. KENNEDY), the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. KERRY), the Senator
from Georgia (Mr. CLELAND), the Sen-
ator from Tennessee (Mr. FRIST), the
Senator from South Dakota (Mr. JOHN-
SON), the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. BINGAMAN), the Senator from
Vermont (Mr. JEFFORDS), the Senator
from Missouri (Mrs. CARNAHAN), the
Senator from Louisiana (Mr. BREAUX),
the Senator from New Jersey (Mr.
CORZINE), the Senator from North
Carolina (Mr. HELMS), the Senator
from Georgia (Mr. MILLER), the Sen-
ator from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN), the
Senator from Oregon (Mr. WYDEN), the
Senator from Minnesota (Mr.
WELLSTONE), the Senator from Mary-
land (Mr. SARBANES), the Senator from
North Carolina (Mr. EDWARDS), the
Senator from New Hampshire (Mr.
GREGG), and the Senator from Illinois
(Mr. FITZGERALD) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Con. Res. 66, a concur-
rent resolution to express the sense of
the Congress that the Public Safety Of-
ficer Medal of Valor should be awarded
to public safety officers killed in the
line of duty in the aftermath of the ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 2001.

AMENDMENT NO. 1583

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the
names of the Senator from Virginia
(Mr. ALLEN), the Senator from New
Mexico (Mr. BINGAMAN), the Senator
from Wyoming (Mr. ENZI), the Senator
from California (Mrs. FEINSTEIN) and
the Senator from Oregon (Mr. SMITH)
were added as cosponsors of amend-
ment No. 1583 proposed to H.R. 2590, a
bill making appropriations for the
Treasury Department, the United
States Postal Service, the Executive
Office of the President, and certain
Independent Agencies, for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2002, and for
other purposes.

f

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. SANTORUM (for himself
and Mr. SPECTER):

S. 1441. A bill to establish the Oil Re-
gion National Heritage Area; to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources.

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I
rise today to introduce legislation that
would establish the Oil Region Na-
tional Heritage Area. This bill is a
companion to H.R. 695, introduced by
Representative JOHN PETERSON, which
passed the House of Representatives on
September 10, 2001. This legislation is
significant not only to Pennsylvania’s
history but to our Nation’s history and
modern, commercial development.

The creation of a national Oil Herit-
age Region will support the preserva-
tion of many natural, cultural and his-
torical resources associated with the
site of the first successfully drilled oil
well.

The notion of drilling for oil was first
considered by the Pennsylvania Rock
Oil Company who believed that
‘‘digging’’ for oil was too time con-

suming. Acting on the prospect of
greater efficiency, the company sent
Edwin ‘‘Colonel’’ Drake to Titusville,
Pennsylvania in 1858 to undertake a
drilling endeavor. Throughout the next
year, Drake spent his time convincing
investors; securing financing; and lay-
ing the groundwork to begin actual
drilling. A year later, the derrick was
built and drilling began. Results did
not come immediately, but eventually.
And so began the modern commercial
petroleum industry.

Without a doubt, petroleum has
played a major part in the history and
ultimate development and industrial-
ization of our country. Currently, more
than 300,000 workers are employed in
the oil industry nationwide with more
than 8,000 companies producing oil in
the United States. The importance of a
national heritage region designation
will ensure that the vision of a Penn-
sylvania company and Edwin Drake’s
persistence and ultimate success in oil
drilling is not only preserved but
shared. Establishing a national herit-
age region will coordinate preservation
activities and promote the region’s cul-
tural richness through exhibits, dis-
plays, and the development of edu-
cational and recreational opportuni-
ties.

I would be remiss not to mention the
significant grassroots support associ-
ated with this effort. Introduction of
this legislation is the product of much
collaboration from individuals, busi-
nesses, and local government. A key
element to securing designations of
this kind is assurances of the commu-
nity’s collective and widespread sup-
port. I am confident that such support
has been capably demonstrated and
proven.

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
has also recognized these local efforts,
as well the region’s historical signifi-
cance, by granting a state heritage
park designation. Today, visitors are
able to enjoy cultural and recreational
opportunities in the scenic valleys and
restored rivers like the Allegheny
River and Oil Creek.

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
is rich with historical firsts, and the
fruitful efforts of Edwin Drake and the
Pennsylvania Rock Oil Company are
tops among them. I am pleased to in-
troduce this legislation today, and to
have the shared support of my fellow
Pennsylvania Senator, ARLEN SPECTER.

f

STATEMENTS ON SUBMITTED
RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 162—DESIG-
NATING OCTOBER 17, 2001, AS A
‘‘DAY OF NATIONAL CONCERN
ABOUT YOUNG PEOPLE AND GUN
VIOLENCE’’

Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Mr. WAR-
NER, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mrs. BOXER, Ms.
CANTWELL, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. COCHRAN,
Mr. CORZINE, Mr. DASCHLE, Mr. DAY-
TON, Mr. DODD, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. DUR-

BIN, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mr.
JOHNSON, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KERRY, Mr.
KOHL, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr.
NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. REED, Mr.
SARBANES, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms.
STABENOW, Mr. WELLSTONE, Mr.
TORRICELLI, and Mr. THURMOND) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary:

S. RES. 161

Whereas young people are our Nation’s
most important resource, and we, as a soci-
ety, have a vested interest in enabling chil-
dren to grow in an environment free from
fear and violence;

Whereas young people can, by taking re-
sponsibility for their own decisions and ac-
tions and by positively influencing the deci-
sions and actions of others, help chart a new,
less violent course for the entire Nation;

Whereas students in every school district
in the Nation will be invited to take part in
a day of nationwide observance involving
millions of their fellow students, and will
thereby be empowered to see themselves as
significant agents in a wave of positive so-
cial change; and

Whereas the observance of October 17, 2001,
as a ‘‘Day of National Concern About Young
People and Gun Violence’’ will allow stu-
dents to make a positive and earnest deci-
sion about their future by having the oppor-
tunity to voluntarily sign the ‘‘Student
Pledge Against Gun Violence’’ and promise
that they will never take a gun to school,
will never use a gun to settle a dispute, and
will actively use their influence in a positive
manner to prevent friends from using guns
to settle disputes: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—
(1) designates October 17, 2001, as a ‘‘Day of

National Concern About Young People and
Gun Violence’’; and

(2) requests that the President issue a
proclamation calling on the school children
of the United States to observe the day with
appropriate ceremonies and activities.

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I rise
today to submit with Senator WARNER
and 27 original cosponsors a resolution
that establishes October 17, 2001, as a
‘‘Day of National Concern About
Young People and Gun Violence.’’ I
wish to express my appreciation to
Senator WARNER in joining me again
by shepherding this resolution on his
side of the aisle. I thank him for his as-
sistance and support.

The need for this resolution could
not be more clear. Every year, our Na-
tion loses too many young lives to
school shootings and other acts of gun
violence. These tragedies leave lasting
scars on families and communities.
The Senate must actively combat this
violence and work to address the con-
cerns of families and communities
throughout our nation who worry
about the safety of their children.

I am introducing this resolution
again because I firmly believe that we
must involve our children and young
people in working to end gun violence.
This resolution establishes a special
day that gives young people the oppor-
tunity to examine how they can help
reduce gun violence that targets their
peers. Additionally, this special day
promotes the Student Pledge Against
Gun Violence, an important avenue
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through which young people can em-
power themselves and their friends to
take action against these tragedies.

The pledge was developed by Mary
Lewis Grow, a Minnesota homemaker.
Students who take the pledge agree to
never bring a gun to school, to never
use a gun to resolve a conflict, and to
encourage their friends to do the same.
Last year, more than 2.4 million stu-
dents signed the pledge. The pledge has
received national support from such
prominent organizations as the Na-
tional Parent Teacher Association, the
National School Boards Association,
and the American Medical Association.
It is entirely appropriate that the Sen-
ate lend its powerful voice to this cho-
rus.

Just imagine how many young people
would still be alive today if every stu-
dent in America had signed, and lived
up to, the pledge. Imagine how much
safer children would feel as they go to
school each day. Imagine how much
happier parents would feel if they knew
that their children would not be endan-
gered as they tried to learn. It is clear
that if the Senate’s support can con-
vince more young people to sign the
pledge, and prevent even one more gun
from coming to a school, then we have
taken a step in the right direction.

The Senate must continue to be ac-
tive in addressing crime in many ways.
We must pass strong and effective
anticrime legislation that gets crimi-
nals off the streets. And we should,
through supporting legislation and by
example, help parents spend more time
with their children and get commu-
nities to reach out to those young peo-
ple who have no one to care for them.

Reducing and ending youth violence
will certainly not be easy. But by pass-
ing this resolution, we take an impor-
tant step in the right direction. Let us
join with teachers, administrators, par-
ents, and community members around
the Nation in working to empower our
young people. Let us encourage all of
our children to be active in reducing
gun violence. By working together, we
can make America safer and can secure
a better future for all of our Nation’s
youth.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I rise
today to once again submit a resolu-
tion with my colleague from Wash-
ington, Senator MURRAY, to establish
October 17, 2001, as the Day of National
Concern About Young People and Gun
Violence.

We all remember the events in Con-
yers, GA, Littleton, CO, Pearl, MS,
West Paducah, KY, Jonesboro, AR, and
Springfield, OR. Neighborhoods in
these areas have all been home to hor-
rific school shootings. Youth gun vio-
lence, however, is not limited to these
all too often incidences of school
shootings. America has lost thousands
of children in what has become the all-
too-common violence of drive-by shoot-
ings, drug wars, and other crimes, as
well as in self-inflicted and uninten-
tional shootings.

While there is no simple solution as
to how to stop youth violence, a Min-

nesota homemaker, Mary Lewis Grow,
developed the idea of a Day of National
Concern About Young People and Gun
Violence. I believe this idea is a step in
the right direction, as do such groups
as National School Boards Association,
the National Association of Student
Councils, the American Federation of
Teachers, the National Parent Teacher
Association, and the American Medical
Association.

Simply put, this resolution will es-
tablish October 17, 2001, as the Day of
National Concern About Young People
and Gun Violence. On this day, stu-
dents in every school district in the
Nation will be invited to voluntarily
sign the ‘‘Student Pledge Against Gun
Violence.’’ By signing the pledge, stu-
dents promise that they will never
take a gun to school, will never use a
gun to settle a dispute, and will use
their influence in a positive manner to
prevent friends from using guns to set-
tle disputes.

The Day of National Concern ad-
dresses the necessity of involving
America’s youth in the debate on gun
violence against young people. While
adults may give advice and support, it
is America’s youth that must make the
final decision to not use a firearm to
resolve conflict.

Just last year over 2 million young
Americans signed the Student Pledge
Against Gun Violence. Though this res-
olution is not the ultimate solution to
preventing future tragedies, if it stops
even one incident of youth gun vio-
lence, this resolution will be invalu-
able.

I urge all of my colleagues to join in
this resolution to focus attention on
gun violence among youth.

f

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 1585. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself and
Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
1438, to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2002 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military construc-
tions, and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe personnel
strengths for such fiscal year for the Armed
Forces, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1586. Mr. THURMOND (for himself, Mr.
LOTT, Mr. BOND, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. CLELAND,
Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. LUGAR,
Mr. REID, Mr. SESSIONS, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr.
DEWINE, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr.
SHELBY, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. BREAUX, Mr. DODD,
Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BENNETT, Mr.
BINGAMAN, Mrs. CARNAHAN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr.
ENSIGN, Mr. HELMS, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. JEF-
FORDS, Mr. KERRY, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. TORRICELLI, and Ms.
CANTWELL) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1416, to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2002 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe personnel
strengths for such fiscal year for the Armed
Forces, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 1585. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for her-
self and Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill S. 1438, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2002 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military constructions
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year
for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle D of title VI, add the
following:
SEC. 652. SBP ELIGIBILITY OF SURVIVORS OF RE-

TIREMENT-INELIGIBLE MEMBERS
OF THE UNIFORMED SERVICES WHO
DIE WHILE ON ACTIVE DUTY.

(a) SURVIVING SPOUSE ANNUITY.—Section
1448(d) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking paragraph (1) and in-
serting the following:

‘‘(1) SURVIVING SPOUSE ANNUITY.—The Sec-
retary concerned shall pay an annuity under
this subchapter to the surviving spouse of—

‘‘(A) a member who dies while on active
duty after—

‘‘(i) becoming eligible to receive retired
pay;

‘‘(ii) qualifying for retired pay except that
the member has not applied for or been
granted that pay; or

‘‘(iii) completing 20 years of active service
but before the member is eligible to retire as
a commissioned officer because the member
has not completed 10 years of active commis-
sioned service; or

‘‘(B) a member not described in subpara-
graph (A) who dies in line of duty while on
active duty.’’.

(b) COMPUTATION OF SURVIVOR ANNUITY.—
Section 1451(c)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A)—
(A) by striking ‘‘based upon his years of ac-

tive service when he died.’’ and inserting
‘‘based upon the following:’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
clauses:

‘‘(i) In the case of an annuity payable
under section 1448(d) of this title by reason
of the death of a member in line of duty, the
retired pay base computed for the member
under section 1406(b) or 1407 of this title as if
the member had been retired under section
1201 of this title on the date of the member’s
death with a disability rated as total.

‘‘(ii) In the case of an annuity payable
under section 1448(d)(1)(A) of this title by
reason of the death of a member not in line
of duty, the member’s years of active service
when he died.

‘‘(iii) In the case of an annuity under sec-
tion 1448(f) of this title, the member’s years
of active service when he died.’’; and

(2) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking ‘‘if
the member or former member’’ and all that
follows and inserting ‘‘as described in sub-
paragraph (A).’’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) The
heading for subsection (d) of section 1448 of
such title is amended by striking ‘‘RETIRE-
MENT-ELIGIBLE’’.

(2) Subsection (d)(3) of such section is
amended by striking ‘‘1448(d)(1)(B) or
1448(d)(1)(C)’’ and inserting ‘‘clause (ii) or
(iii) of section 1448(d)(1)(A)’’.

(d) EXTENSION AND INCREASE OF OBJECTIVES
FOR RECEIPTS FROM DISPOSALS OF CERTAIN
STOCKPILE MATERIALS AUTHORIZED FOR SEV-
ERAL FISCAL YEARS BEGINNING WITH FISCAL
YEAR 1999.—Section 3303(a) of the Strom
Thurmond National Defense Authorization
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Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (Public Law 105–261;
112 Stat. 2262; 50 U.S.C. 98d note) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (3);

(2) in paragraph (4)—
(A) by striking ‘‘$720,000,000’’ and inserting

‘‘$760,000,000’’; and
(B) by striking the period at the end and

inserting ‘‘; and’’; and
(3) by adding at the end the following new

paragraph:
‘‘(5) $770,000,000 by the end of fiscal year

2011.’’.
(e) EFFECTIVE DATE AND APPLICABILITY.—

This section and the amendments made by
this section shall take effect as of September
10, 2001, and shall apply with respect to
deaths of members of the Armed Forces oc-
curring on or after that date.

SA 1586. Mr. THURMOND (for him-
self, Mr. LOTT, Mr. BOND, Mr. INOUYE,
Mr. CLELAND, Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr.
MCCAIN, Mr. LUGAR, Mr. REID, Mr. SES-
SIONS, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. DEWINE,
Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr.
SHELBY, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. BREAUX, Mr.
DODD, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. ALLEN, Mr.
BENNETT, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mrs.
CARNAHAN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr.
HELMS, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mr.
KERRY, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mrs. MURRAY,
Ms. SNOWE, Mr. TORRICELLI, and Ms.
CANTWELL) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1416, to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2002 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense for
military construction, and for defense
activities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe personnel strengths for
such fiscal year for the Armed Forces,
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

On page 226, between lines 12 and 13, insert
the following:
SEC. 652. COMPUTATION OF SURVIVOR BENE-

FITS.
(a) INCREASED BASIC ANNUITY.—(1) Sub-

section (a)(1)(B)(i) of section 1451 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking
‘‘35 percent of the base amount.’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the product of the base amount and the
percent applicable for the month. The per-
cent applicable for a month is 35 percent for
months beginning on or before the date of
the enactment of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002, 40 per-
cent for months beginning after such date
and before October 2005, and 45 percent for
months beginning after September 2005.’’.

(2) Subsection (a)(2)(B)(i)(I) of such section
is amended by striking ‘‘35 percent’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the percent specified under sub-
section (a)(1)(B)(i) as being applicable for the
month’’.

(3) Subsection (c)(1)(B)(i) of such section is
amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘35 percent’’ and inserting
‘‘the applicable percent’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘The percent applicable for a month under
the preceding sentence is the percent speci-
fied under subsection (a)(1)(B)(i) as being ap-
plicable for the month.’’.

(4) The heading for subsection (d)(2)(A) of
such section is amended to read as follows:
‘‘COMPUTATION OF ANNUITY.—’’.

(b) ADJUSTED SUPPLEMENTAL ANNUITY.—
Section 1457(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘5, 10, 15, or 20 percent’’ and
inserting ‘‘the applicable percent’’; and

(2) by inserting after the first sentence the
following: ‘‘The percent used for the com-
putation shall be an even multiple of 5 per-

cent and, whatever the percent specified in
the election, may not exceed 20 percent for
months beginning on or before the date of
the enactment of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002, 15 per-
cent for months beginning after that date
and before October 2005, and 10 percent for
months beginning after September 2005.’’.

(c) RECOMPUTATION OF ANNUITIES.—(1) Ef-
fective on the first day of each month re-
ferred to in paragraph (2)—

(A) each annuity under section 1450 of title
10, United States Code, that commenced be-
fore that month, is computed under a provi-
sion of section 1451 of that title amended by
subsection (a), and is payable for that month
shall be recomputed so as to be equal to the
amount that would be in effect if the percent
applicable for that month under that provi-
sion, as so amended, had been used for the
initial computation of the annuity; and

(B) each supplemental survivor annuity
under section 1457 of such title that com-
menced before that month and is payable for
that month shall be recomputed so as to be
equal to the amount that would be in effect
if the percent applicable for that month
under that section, as amended by this sec-
tion, had been used for the initial computa-
tion of the supplemental survivor annuity.

(2) The requirements for recomputation of
annuities under paragraph (1) apply with re-
spect to the following months:

(A) The first month that begins after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

(B) October 2005.
(d) RECOMPUTATION OF RETIRED PAY REDUC-

TIONS FOR SUPPLEMENTAL SURVIVOR ANNU-
ITIES.—The Secretary of Defense shall take
such actions as are necessitated by the
amendments made by subsection (b) and the
requirements of subsection (c)(1)(B) to en-
sure that the reductions in retired pay under
section 1460 of title 10, United States Code,
are adjusted to achieve the objectives set
forth in subsection (b) of that section.

f

NOTICES OF HEARINGS/MEETINGS
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL

RESOURCES

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public
that a hearing has been scheduled be-
fore the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

The hearing will take place on Tues-
day, October 2, at 9:30 a.m., in room 366
of the Dirksen Senate Office Building.

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on the status of pro-
posals for the transportation of natural
gas from Alaska to markets in the
lower 48 States and on legislation that
may be required to expedite the con-
struction of a pipeline from Alaska.

Those wishing to submit written
statements on the legislation should
address them to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources, Attn:
Deborah Estes, United States Senate,
Washington, D.C. 20510.

For further information, please call
Deborah Estes at (202) 224–5360.
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS AND FORESTS

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, this
is to advise you that the oversight
hearing scheduled before the Sub-
committee on Public Lands and For-
ests of the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources on Wednesday, Sep-
tember 26, 2001, beginning at 2:30 p.m.,
in room 366 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building in Washington, D.C. has
been postponed. This hearing has not
been rescheduled.

The purpose of the hearing was to re-
ceive testimony on the science and im-
plementation of the Northwest Forest
Plan including its effect on species res-
toration and timber availability.

For further information, please con-
tact Kira Finkler of the committee
staff at (202) 224–8164.

f

PROGRAM
Mr. REID. Madam President, the ma-

jority leader, Senator DASCHLE, asked
me to announce that at 8:40 p.m., of
course, this evening we are to proceed
to the House Chamber for the joint ses-
sion. Following the joint session, the
Senate will adjourn until 9 a.m. tomor-
row morning, Friday, September 21. On
Friday, there will be 20 minutes of cur-
rent debate on the nomination of Shar-
on Prost to be United States Circuit
Judge and Reggie B. Walton to be
United States District Judge.

Two rollcall votes on these nomina-
tions will begin at approximately 9:20
tomorrow morning. Following these
votes, the Senate will stand in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

Senator DASCHLE has announced that
there will be a Democratic caucus at 10
a.m. tomorrow morning.

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

f

JOINT SESSION OF THE TWO
HOUSES—ADDRESS BY THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will now proceed in body to the
House of Representatives.

At 8:40 p.m., the Senate took a recess
subject to the call of the Chair for the
purpose of attending a joint session
with the House of Representatives to
hear the address by the President of
the United States.

Thereupon, the Senate, preceded by
the Secretary of the Senate, Jeri
Thomson; the Assistant Sergeant at
Arms, Elizabeth McAlhany; and the
President pro tempore, proceeded to
the Hall of the House of Representa-
tives to hear the address by the Presi-
dent of the United States.

(The address delivered by the Presi-
dent of the United States to the joint
session of the two Houses of Congress
appears in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Mes-
sages from the President.’’)

f

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9 A.M.
TOMORROW

At the conclusion of the joint session
of the two Houses, at 9:44 p.m., the Sen-
ate adjourned until Friday, September
21, 2001, at 9 a.m.
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TRIBUTE TO JAMES A. MONTOYA

HON. BOB SCHAFFER
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor
to rise today to express gratitude and con-
gratulations to one of Colorado’s outstanding
public servants, Trinidad Police Chief James
A. Montoya, who recently announced his re-
tirement. Chief Montoya is a true professional
who has performed his duties with the highest
degree of excellence. His leadership as Chief
of Police will be greatly missed.

For 23 years James Montoya served as a
distinguished public servant carrying out both
his personal and professional life with dignity,
respect and dedication. His reflections in a re-
cent edition of The Pueblo Chieftain convey
the gratefulness James has for being Police
Chief. ‘‘I want to express my genuine gratitude
for the opportunities afforded me during my
career with the city of Trinidad. I am proud of
the department’s many accomplishments and
the advancements we’ve made. I leave a staff
genuinely dedicated to the mission, ethics and
ideas of policing. I will always consider it a
privilege to have served this community,’’
Chief Montoya said.

A constituent of the Fourth Congressional
District in Colorado, Chief Montoya not only
makes his community proud but also his State
and country. He has taken the responsibilities
and standards of his job to a higher level and
I applaud him. On behalf of the citizens of Col-
orado, I ask the House to join me in extending
congratulations to Chief Montoya on his com-
mendable accomplishments.

f

BOB BIRD: GENTLEMAN,
ADVOCATE, AND FRIEND

HON. MARCY KAPTUR
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, our friends at
the other cereal company may think they have
something that’s ‘‘Grrreat’’, but for nearly 25
years, true greatness has been present at
General Mills in the form of one outstanding
gentleman, Mr. Bob Bird. Bob is retiring after
more heart-felt skirmishes than some of our
greatest generals, and is being feted by
friends and colleagues this evening for a ca-
reer that is worthy of admiration.

From his early days as a copyboy at The
New York Post through his years with the Bal-
timore Sun and then writing for Jack Anderson
and Drew Pearson, Bob Bird has had a keen
appreciation for news. He went from reporting
it to creating it during his days with Sargent
Shriver at the U.S. Office of Economic Oppor-
tunity, then director of governmental relations
for the National Center for Resource Recov-
ery, and then with the Senate Subcommittee

on Executive Reorganization under Senator
Abraham Ribicoff.

Many of our colleagues know Bob Bird from
his stellar days with General Mills, where he
has worked to represent one of our Nation’s
finest food companies in a most responsible
and successful fashion. In particular, Bob’s ef-
forts on behalf of General Mills to support food
assistance programs to critically at risk
women, infants, and children, have earned
him the respect and praise of colleagues, of
food program advocates, and respected mem-
bers of the nutrition community. Acting always
as a true professional, no one could doubt that
this gentleman of good humor was always act-
ing in an honorable and forthright fashion.

Bob likes to mention that a lesson he
learned early in his career is that it is most im-
portant to listen, to hear the ideas of others,
and to evaluate all information that may be at
hand. This method of operation has allowed
him to act as a well-informed advocate for
General Mills who is welcomed by those who
agree with him, as well as those who may
have other views. A man of honor who knows
how to operate in an honorable fashion is a
precious commodity, so I assure you that he
will be truly missed by all of us who have
come to depend on him as an advisor. And
those of us who may be fortunate enough to
call him a friend will look forward to more con-
tacts with him in the years to come, but will
still miss having him come by as frequently as
he had in the past.

With his wonderful wife Lillian, and his fam-
ily, perhaps Bob will have a better chance to
continue his love of jazz, his voracious read-
ing, or his skilled appreciation for thorough-
bred horse racing. These relaxations are well
earned. But I am also certain that this man of
skills and commitment will have many more
opportunities to leave his impression on impor-
tant policy matters.

So from one member who represents the
Cheerios Capitol of the World, Toledo, OH, let
me say to the man who helped make this
Capitol cheerier on many days, Bob, thank
you. We are blessed to have known and
worked with you. We wish you the best and
look forward to seeing your smiling self for
many days to come.

f

PAYING TRIBUTE TO JIM
GOLDSMITH

HON. MIKE ROGERS
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to congratulate Jim Goldsmith on
his new position as National Commander of
the Veterans of Foreign Wars.

After he was drafted into the U.S. Army in
1965, Jim served his country with distinction
for eighteen months in Vietnam as a member
of the 84th Engineering Battalion, returning
home in 1967. Since that time no job has

been too small for Jim at his local VFW Post
5666, from holding public office to working
evening fish fries. In his new position as Na-
tional Commander, Jim will likely travel more
than 300 days per year working on behalf of
veterans.

Jim’s lasting commitment to his country and
his fellow veterans must not go unrecognized.
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I respectfully ask my
colleagues to join me in paying tribute to Jim
Goldsmith for his continued devotion to those
who sacrificed their lives protecting all our
freedoms.

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
able to cast votes on September 10 due to im-
portant district business, and I was out of the
country on September 11, 12, and 13, 2001.
If I was present for rollcall votes for the fol-
lowing bills:

336 on motion to suspend the rules and
pass H.R. 1766—To designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
4270 John Marr Drive in Annandale, Virginia,
as the ‘‘Stan Parris Post Office Building’’;

337 on motion to suspend the rules and
pass as amended H.R. 1761—To designate
the facility of the United States Postal Service
located at 8588 Richmond Highway in Alexan-
dria, Virginia, as the ‘‘Herb E. Harris Post Of-
fice Building’’;

338 on passage of H.J. Res. 61—Express-
ing the sense of the Senate and House of
Representatives regarding the terrorist attacks
launched against the United States on Sep-
tember 11, 2001;

339 on passage of H.R. 2882—To provide
for the expedited payment of certain benefits
for a public safety officer who was killed or
suffered a catastrophic injury as a direct result
of a personal injury sustained in the line of
duty in connection with the terrorist attacks on
September 11, 2001;

340 on passage of H.R. 2884—Victims of
Terrorism Relief Act of 2001; and

341 on passage of H.R. 2888—Emergency
Supplemental Appropriations for FY 2001.

I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ to all of these
bills.

f

TRIBUTE TO NATIONAL CENTER
FOR INDIGENOUS AMERICAN
CULTURES IN KANSAS CITY, MO

HON. SAM GRAVES
OF MISSOURI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize the National Center for Indigenous
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American Cultures at Line Creek in Frank
Vaydik Park in Kansas City, Missouri.

Frank Vaydik Park lies within an area that
has been recognized as sacred ground by Na-
tive Americans. It contains a large number of
American Indian archeological artifacts, many
of which date back more than 1,000 years.
The National Center for Indigenous American
Cultures at Line Creek, an organization cre-
ated to preserving the site, is working hard to
ensure that future generations will be able to
learn about the different cultures that have in-
habited that sacred land. Additionally, the
Center intends to establish an education cen-
ter to promote and protect this important ar-
cheological site.

On September 21st, 22nd, and 23rd, there
will be a meeting of Spiritual Leaders from all
over the nation at the site to perform a Heal-
ing Ceremony. It will be an opportunity for
people from both the American Indian and the
Kansas City communities to come together to
celebrate as the plans for the construction of
an educational center and protection of the ar-
cheological site progress.

I would like to commend the National Center
for Indigenous American Cultures for their
work to preserve the past, and I wish them
many blessings as they partake in this impor-
tant sacred ritual that will provide a wonderful
beginning for their future education and pres-
ervation endeavors.

f

TRIBUTE TO PARKER
AGRICULTURAL SERVICE

HON. BOB SCHAFFER
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001
Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor

to rise today to express gratitude and con-
gratulations to Parker Agricultural Services of
Limon, Colorado, a recent recipient of the En-
vironmental Achievement Award from the
United States Environmental Protection Agen-
cy. The Environmental Achievement Award is
one of the highest awards given by the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency and recognizes
Parker Ag’s success of using biosolids as a
fertilizer and soil enhancement product in
Prowers County.

The biosolid program performance by
Parker Agricultural Service has made monu-
mental changes in the environmental makeup
of Prowers County. Through this program New
York and Boston biosolids are used as fer-
tilizer for farmland. Not only has this program
been successful for farmland but has also
transformed marginal lands once again into
rich producing ground. As reported by The
Limon Leader, a 250-acre plot of land was
transformed from bare sand to being com-
pletely covered by vegetation. Other instances
have shown that using this program has in-
creased the amount of protein content in cer-
tain plants as well as increasing yield per
acre.

Parker Ag has been a shining example of
what every company must strive for, achieving
the delicate balance between production and
environmental protection. I applaud the com-
pany for its courageous and noble efforts to
preserve and enhance the environment in its
community.

As a company located in Colorado’s Fourth
Congressional District, Parker Ag not only

makes its community proud but also those of
its state and country. It is a true honor to have
such an extraordinary company reside in Colo-
rado and we owe it a debt of gratitude for its
service. I ask the House to join me in extend-
ing wholehearted congratulations to Parker
Agricultural Services.

f

HONORING DR. HRAYR ‘‘HAGOP’’
HOVAGUIMIAN

HON. GEORGE RADANOVICH
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Dr. Hrayr ‘‘Hagop’’
Hovaguimian for his contributions to the im-
provement of health care in Armenia. He start-
ed the Nork Marash Medical Center, which
provides cardiac surgery, free of cost, in Ar-
menia.

Decades of under-the-table, behind-closed-
door payments have plagued the health care
system in Armenia. Armenian citizens tell sto-
ries of bribing nurses, doctors and other health
care staff just to get the medical attention they
require. Dr. Hovaguimian, a Syrian-born spe-
cialist in complex pediatric surgery, made his
first trip to Armenia in 1991 to see the corrupt
medical practices first-hand. Since then he
has been actively committed to providing af-
fordable cardiac surgery in Armenia and abol-
ishing corrupt medical practices prevalent in
that country.

Dr. Hovaguimian left behind a lucrative ca-
reer in Portland, Oregon to establish Nork
Marash Medical Center in Yerevan, Armenia.
With the help of a pediatric cardiologist from
Spokane, Washington, Dr. Hrair Garabedian,
Hagop is running Armenia’s first medical facil-
ity that is free of the corruptive influences that
are crippling the country’s health care system.
In June of 1994, the first pediatric heart sur-
gery was performed at the hospital. In 1996,
the first adult surgery was performed. Nork
Marash Medical Center operates at standards
equivalent to those of United States hospitals.
These standards also include noncorrupt busi-
ness practices indicated by a zero-tolerance
policy against gratuities. Led by the efforts of
Dr. Hovaguimian, the Nork Marash Medical
Center has brought a breath of fresh air to a
health care system marked by bribes, kick-
backs and payoffs.

Nork Marash has struggled to achieve finan-
cial self-sufficiency without government sub-
sidies. Many surgeries on pediatric patients
who cannot afford the cost of cardiac surgery
are performed at no charge. Dr. Hovaguimian
has a guiding principle: no patient is denied
care because of inability to pay. Although the
hospital has faced several financial obstacles,
they have been able to achieve financial self-
sufficiency.

Mr. Speaker, I honor Dr. Hovaguimian for
his efforts to bring high standards and profes-
sionalism to the health care system in Arme-
nia. I urge my colleagues to join me in wishing
Dr. Hrayr ‘‘Hagop’’ Hovaguimian many more
years of continued success.

2001 EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATIONS ACT FOR RE-
COVERY FROM AND RESPONSE
TO TERRORIST ATTACKS ON THE
UNITED STATES

SPEECH OF

HON. MARCY KAPTUR
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 14, 2001
Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support

of H.R. 2888, the emergency supplemental
appropriations bill providing essential funds for
recovery from and response to the terrorist at-
tacks on New York, Washington, and Pennsyl-
vania.

I want to thank our distinguished Chairman,
Mr. YOUNG of Florida, and our ranking mem-
ber, Mr. OBEY, for their hard work in negoti-
ating this essential package with the leader-
ship of both bodies and the President. The
mettle of a nation is tested at trying times, and
the response before us today demonstrates
that America, her people, and her leaders, are
ready for this test.

Today we provide $40 billion to start begin-
ning to pay for the damage caused by the at-
tack, to assist the victims who were impacted
by it, to upgrade our security, and to begin the
military preparations necessary for an appro-
priate response. $10 billion is available imme-
diately for the President to use as he sees fit.
Another $10 billion is available after the Presi-
dent specifies how he wishes to use the fund-
ing provided that the Congress concurs within
fifteen days of that plan. Congress as part of
our work on regular appropriations bills will ex-
pend the final $20 billion based upon a sub-
mission of a budget request by the President
and further action in the weeks ahead.

Mr. Speaker, there have been so many
times when America has committed her re-
sources to the causes of peace and in support
of freedom. There can be no more appropriate
time than when our homeland has been at-
tacked and our citizens killed.

I am one who believes that we should cele-
brate the victory that we had in the thousands
of people who survived, and in the outpouring
of the American spirit in support of the victims
of the attack.

No one will forget the devotion of the fire-
fighters, police, and emergency medical tech-
nicians who braved the danger presented by
the destruction.

No one can ignore the determination of the
iron, steel and construction workers who felt
an obligation to donate their professional skills
to the rescue effort.

No one can doubt the conviction of the men
and women of America’s military who moved
swiftly to safeguard our nation, or the thou-
sands of Americans on reserve duty who
stood ready for the call to action.

The entire world is in awe of the outpouring
of support of people, from the youngest chil-
dren to our senior citizens who looked for
things or money to donate, wrote encouraging
messages to the workers, and supported
friends, neighbors and even strangers in any
way they could during a traumatic time.

But that is what America is. America is resil-
ient. America is resourceful. America is at her
very best when challenged and when angered.
Others around the world often misunderstand
America’s resolve. Now the execution of that
resolve will leave no questions.
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In this Capitol, we celebrate what makes our

nation special. We revere the times when we
can pursue those policies that we believe to
be in the best interest of the United States.
We have heated and principled debates in
which we highlight, not hide, our differences of
opinion. We cherish those moments because
that is what freedom brings to us—the ability
to advance those causes that are important to
us, while openly disagreeing with those we
dislike without the fear of retribution.

And now, in a moment of historical signifi-
cance, we also celebrate another matter that
makes our nation special—the ability to come
together as one when our precious freedom is
attacked by those who either misunderstand
or are fearful of freedom’s power.

In the days and weeks to come, this Con-
gress will work together on behalf of our na-
tion. We will have disagreements, and at the
end of the day our nation and we will be better
for it.

Those who thought that they could infect
our nation with ill will should remember the
words of a great man who served in this very
building, Hubert Humphrey: ‘‘Freedom is the
most contagious virus known to man.’’ Let us
use this challenge to create an opportunity for
America to once again celebrate freedom, and
to help spread it to others who for too long
have been under the scourge of terror.

f

SPECIAL RECOGNITION AND COM-
MENDATION FOR KIDS DAY
AMERICA/INTERNATIONAL

HON. MICHAEL G. OXLEY
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
highlight a special community event that will
take place in Lima, Ohio. I am pleased to an-
nounce that the second annual ‘‘Kids Day
America/International’’ will occur September
22, 2001. This special day is set aside to ad-
dress health, safety and environmental issues
that affect us as individuals and as a commu-
nity. It was founded for the purpose of edu-
cating families and communities about these
important social issues. I am glad to report
that it has succeeded admirably.

More than 1,300 communities have taken
part in this event and more than 1,000,000
children and their families have enjoyed this
day across the globe. With the assistance and
support of thousands of local police depart-
ments, county sheriff offices, dentists, and
photographers who volunteer their time, all
these children completed Child Safety ID
cards.

I join Mayors, Governors, Senators, and
Representatives who have endorsed Kids Day
America/International Chiropractors have also
contributed greatly in helping our communities’
children. Dr. Kay Heaston of Network Chiro-
practic of Lima is also volunteering her time
and skills for this event.

This year the event in Lima will benefit
DARE. Officer Bob Stoodt will attend, with the
DARE mascot ‘‘Daren’’ the lion, to fingerprint
ID children. Doctors will be doing spinal
screenings; Huntington Bank will be sending
Winnie the Pooh and friends. The Lima Fire
Department will bring a fire truck and their
mascot. Lima City officers will inspect for car

seat safety. Girl Scouts will have environ-
mental presentations. As communities rally in
support of our great nation, this event will
allow families to protect their children even
more.

Mr. Speaker, once again allow me to voice
my strong support for this worthy event and
those supporting it.

f

RECOGNIZING MR. SCOTT HURFF

HON. PATRICK J. TIBERI
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
congratulate and honor a young Ohioan from
my district who has distinguished himself
among his peers and community.

Mr. Scott Hurff, an honor student at Dublin
Coffman High School and a 2001 delegate to
Ohio’s American Legion Boys State, delivered
the following address at this year’s Memorial
Day ceremonies in Dublin, OH. I believe this
stirring presentation is worthy of the Nation’s
attention.

ORATION BY SCOTT HURFF, BOY’S STATE
DELEGATE 2001

They kicked him. The Nazis kicked him to
see if he was dead.

My great-grandfather, who landed at Nor-
mandy in WW II, had to play dead to stay
alive. He had landed fighting next to his
friends. Now they were dead. The Nazis
kicked their bodies to see if they were alive,
and if they believed that there was some
spark of life left in them, they shot them.

My great-grandfather then was eventually
discharged because of severe frostbite on his
feet. He would be forever tormented with the
images of the short time he spent in Europe.

At this very second, America has seen only
11 generations. It is only 225 years old. Yet,
the pillars that are supporting this country,
the pillars that tell the world what is just
and right, are being torn down.

But how? How can the core values of this
country possibly be in danger?

It’s called apathy. Not caring for what
America is built upon, not caring about
those that made sure these pillars could
stand.

Our society is vulnerable to self-absorbed
greed. Our society is vulnerable to the apa-
thy that tears down and makes us forget the
origins of America. Our society is vulnerable
to irresponsible behavior.

The same situation pertains to Memorial
Day. Memorial Day is vulnerable to being
forgotten. The men and women that we are
recognizing today fought for the good of our
society and our country. When their lives
should have been filled with fun, work, and
adventure, they were fighting in remote,
god-forsaken areas of the world. Places like
Tunisia, places like Guadalcanal, places like
Okinawa, places like the Chosin reservoir,
places like Khe Sahn. They had to endure
the most horrible conditions to save the
world and our country.

What have we given them?
Too many people of this generation barely

acknowledge the significance of this holiday.
Too many people of this generation have no
idea what the holiday represents.

Thus, the people of my generation must
ensure a transition to restore confidence and
security to all citizens. We must begin with
Memorial Day.

The only way we can honor the men that
surrendered their time to whole-heartedly

defend this country is for this generation to
dedicate their time to ensuring that the citi-
zens of America are fully aware of what has
been given to them and what could easily be
taken away. This generation has to re-
instate the active patriotism and restore the
constant awareness of what this country is
based upon. We must ensure another 11 gen-
erations, 225 years, and beyond. We must be
leaders in this transition.

As President Bush said, ‘‘The only good so-
ciety is a caring society.’’ Take heart to
what has been done for you, and be moti-
vated to make a difference in someone’s life.
Become a teacher. Help lead the way to guar-
antee equality in Ohio’s schools. Support the
World War II memorial. Participate in gov-
ernment. That is the way to ensure that
America’s pillars stand. That is the way to
honor the soldiers that fought to preserve
those pillars.

f

TRIBUTE TO COLORADO STATE
SENATOR MARK HILLMAN

HON. BOB SCHAFFER
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor
to rise to express gratitude and congratula-
tions to Colorado State Senator Mark Hillman
of Burlington, CO, this year’s recipient of the
National Legislator of the Year by the Amer-
ican Legislative Exchange Council. The Amer-
ican Legislative Exchange Council gives this
award to outstanding legislators who under-
stand that what is good for business is good
for America.

In a recent edition of the La Junta Tribune
Democrat Duane Parde, executive director of
the American Legislative Exchange Council
said, ‘‘Mark Hillman is one of the finest state
legislators in the nation. He’s a leader who
truly personifies the Jeffersonian principles of
individual liberty, limited government and free
markets.’’

Mr. Speaker, Senator Hillman is a person of
high integrity and honor. I consider it a privi-
lege to know and work with him. Mark has
served the State of Colorado well taking the
responsibilities and standards of his job to the
highest level. Furthermore I know he will con-
tinue that record of leadership in the future.

As a State senator from the Fourth Con-
gressional District, Mark not only makes his
community proud, but also his State and coun-
try. On behalf of the citizens of Colorado, I ask
the House to join me in extending congratula-
tions to Senator Hillman on his commendable
accomplishments.

f

CONGRATULATING TONY AND
ALICE GIANNETTA

HON. GEORGE RADANOVICH
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate Tony and Alice
Giannetta on their appointments to the status
of Senior Life Directors. The Building Industry
Association (BIA) recognizes the appointments
by the National Association of Home Builders
(NAHB) and the National Association of Home
Builders Women’s Council.
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The National Association of Home Builders

is recognizing Tony Giannetta for his 20 con-
secutive years of dedicated service as a mem-
ber of the NAHB Board of Directors. Tony
began his career in Fresno County in the
1940s. He has developed over 27 subdivisions
and constructed over 4,500 homes. He has
been a member of the BIA of the San Joaquin
Valley for more than 50 years. Tony served as
the BIA President in 1967, 1979, and 1980.
He has been active in community activities, in-
cluding providing student work experience
training, helping to establish a National Asso-
ciation of Home Builders Student Chapter at
Fresno City College and California State Uni-
versity, Fresno, and supporting scholarship
programs to provide financial aid to construc-
tion students at both Fresno City College and
California State University, Fresno.

The NAHB is recognizing Alice Giannetta for
20 years of consecutive service as a member
of the NAHB Women’s Council. She is a char-
ter member of the Women’s Council of the
BIA of the San Joaquin Valley, started in
1980. Alice served as the Women’s Council
President in 1982. She has also been active
in community activities, including providing on-
going assistance and support to a young blind
mother, volunteering with the American Can-
cer Society’s Angels on Wheels Program, and
repeatedly serving as a Cub Scout Den Moth-
er and Room Mother.

The BIA’s membership of builders, devel-
opers, subcontractors, and associated busi-
nesses is dedicated to protect and promote
the home building industry and to keep home
ownership possible.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to congratulate Tony and
Alice Giannetta on the occasion of their ap-
pointments to the status of Senior Life Direc-
tors by the National Association of Home
Builders and their Women’s Council. I urge my
colleagues to join me in wishing Tony and
Alice Giannetta many more years of continued
success.

f

IN HONOR OF THE DEDICATED
SERVICE OF M. JOSEPH MATAN

HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE
OF DELAWARE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize the passing of a Delawarean who
served his country, his government, and his
family with great honor and distinction. This
past July, M. Joseph Matan passed away at
the age of 92 at his home in Rehoboth Beach,
DE.

During World War II, Mr. Matan left his job
as a Justice Department lawyer working on
issues related to mail fraud, and enlisted as a
sailor in the U.S. Navy. He quickly rose to an
officer’s rank and worked on intelligence mat-
ters. He retired in 1970 from his position as
counsel to the House Government Operations
Subcommittee on Legal and Monetary Affairs,
where he directed investigations into banking,
currency and organized crime. Prior to that he
had practiced law with the Washington, DC,
law firm of Tumulty & Tumulty.

In addition to residing in Rehoboth Beach,
Mr. Matan and his wife Anne Marie lived part
of the year in the Washington, DC, metropoli-
tan area. Joe was active as a member of this

city’s social and religious communities. He
was a strong supporter of local Catholic youth
organizations and a faithful member of St.
Jane Frances de Chantal Catholic Church and
the Shrine of the Most Blessed Sacrament. A
wonderful legacy of 6 children, 22 grand-
children, and 21 great-grandchildren has been
given to us by the man they all knew as
‘‘Daddy Joe’’.

Mr. Speaker, I salute M. Joseph Matan for
his contributions to the American people, the
Washington, DC, area and the State of Dela-
ware. He was a committed family man whose
values have been passed on to his adoring
family and the many people who he touched
during his lifetime.

f

NEW YORK FIREFIGHTERS GRIEVE
FOR LOST BROTHERS

HON. NYDIA M. VELÁZQUEZ
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to share with this House a unique story of indi-
vidual sacrifice and heroism after last week’s
devastating terrorist assault on the United
States. The Washington Post published an ar-
ticle about Engine 202 from Brooklyn in the
12th District of New York. It tells the story of
this company of fire fighters that rushed to the
World Trade Center after it was attacked.
Seven men from their company disappeared
in the inferno and collapse.

This is a personal story of heroism and loss
tragically repeated in other rescue teams
working at ground zero. I am proud of this
band of brothers from Red Hook, and I join
the country in mourning with them.

[From the Washington Post, Sept. 14, 2001]

NEW YORK’S FIREFIGHTERS GRIEVE FOR LOST
BROTHERS

(By Anne Hull)

NEW YORK, Sept. 13.—The firefighters from
Engine 202 in Brooklyn called themselves the
brothers from Red Hook. At the firehouse,
they tried out new recipes on one another.
They named their softball team the Red
Hook Raiders and started a cigar club that
allowed them to puff on Macanudos at their
adopted hangout, Smokey’s.

On Tuesday, seven of them disappeared in
the World Trade Center inferno.

Where, Tony Catapano wondered, did his
brothers go?

For 39 years, Catapano has survived his
line of work. He is 61, with gray hair and a
pension within reach. He is old and they
were young. He showed them how to make
meatballs and how to find fire hidden in a
wall.

Today he walked near the smoldering land-
scape of rubble and kept thinking he would
see them, shining flashlights miraculously
from a crevice.

He looked for Tommy Kennedy, Terry
McShane, Patrick Byrd, Joe Maffeo, Brian
Cannizzaro, Salvatore Calabro and Joe
Gullicksen.

Even as the veteran firemen wept, he was
calmly defiant. ‘‘Missing don’t mean any-
thing but missing,’’ he said

About 400 firefighters were missing and
presumed dead, a numbing toll exacted on a
tight fraternity. Entire ladder companies
and squads were gone, including all five of
the elite rescue companies that serve New
York City.

Five of the department’s most senior offi-
cials died, plus a dozen battalion chiefs. Un-
like other senior military officers, who are
strategically kept from the front, senior fire
officers typically enter burning buildings to
assess damage and plot a strategy for rescue
and fire containment.

But the rank-and-file firefighters—the
Irish and Italian sons of working-class neigh-
borhoods in Long Island and Staten Island,
many of them grandsons of New York fire-
men—symbolize the deepest loss. Men like
the brothers from Red Hook.

Wall Street, where they sacrificed their
lives, was a fancier world than they knew.
They didn’t shop for cuff links or keep port-
folios with Goldman Sachs. After nearly four
decades with the Fire Department of New
York, Tony Catapano made $55,000 a year.
Once, ages ago, he splurged and took his
wife, Marie, for their anniversary dinner to
Windows on the World, on the 106th floor of
the World Trade Center.

It was expensive, Catapano remembered,
‘‘but the view was spectacular, and some-
times you need that.’’

The next time Catapano returned to the
World Trade Center, he could barely see his
hands through the smoke.

‘‘It was snowing dirt,’’ said Catapano, who
came in the second wave of firefighters from
his 32nd Battalion Tuesday, following the
first wave responding to a call that a plane
had crashed into the north tower of the
World Trade Center—a call that came just as
shifts were changing at firehouses across
metropolitan New York. Firefighters coming
off their night shifts hopped on ladder trucks
and engines with the fresh day crews, fat-
tening the deployment.

Arriving early to the scene, as many of the
companies from lower Manhattan and Brook-
lyn did, proved fatal.

‘‘You’ve got to understand,’’ said Matthew
James, the Brooklyn trustee for the Uni-
formed Firefighters Association of Greater
New York, ‘‘all the companies that were
there, they’re not there anymore.’’

At 9:15 a.m., 18 minutes after the commer-
cial airliner hit the North Tower, a second
airliner hit the South Tower. Surviving of-
fice workers who were evacuating reported
going down stairwells while firefighters were
marching up to help those on the higher
floors. One firefighter still on the ground was
killed when a person on a burning upper
floor jumped and landed on him. The fire de-
partment priest who was ministering last
rites to this fireman died when a crush of
rubble came down on both of them.

At high noon, no one could really see any-
thing. Catapano hocked up thick, black spit.
Medics washed out his eyes. He kept looking
for names he knew on firefighters’ jackets.

Hours later, when Catapano made it back
to his firehouse in Red Hook, not all the men
were there. The young guys—the ones who
would poke fun at his culinary inventions
like ‘‘Potpourri Ree-shard’’—left empty beds.
Catapano kept thinking they were stuck
somewhere or transferred to other firehouses
to sleep.

He searched for them when he returned to
the wreckage the next day. ‘‘Down there,’’ he
called it. Or ‘‘the site.’’ He spoke with the
Brooklyn union trustee James, an Irishman
who keeps a bottle of Johnnie Walker Black
on a shelf in his office.

‘‘I lost some brothers, Matty,’’ Catapano
said, his voice breaking.

‘‘I know, brother, we all did,’’ James said.
None of the firefighters could escape the

stink. At the firehouses where they retreated
after long shifts last night, there piles of
dirty T-shirts, socks and underwear re-
minded them. They washed and scrubbed,
but the smell beat soap and clung inside
their noses.
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At the divisional headquarters of the Sal-

vation Army in Manhattan, where many out-
of-town search and rescue workers camped,
the cots were filled with great, heaving bod-
ies that tried to find sleep and peace. But
even their blankets carried proof of the mis-
sion: that sour smell, like singed hair, lit
matchsticks and a child’s chemistry set.

Nor could they get away from everything
they saw.

At 2 a.m. today, the site was like a stage
set for a disaster movie, blasted with light.
So many steel beams and girders were still
strewn through the wreckage that fire-
fighters resorted to bucket brigades, with
long lines of men passing pails of small
chunks and dust from the top of one moun-
tain down to the waiting hands. It was al-
most farcical, but then it wasn’t.

‘‘We were digging around and saw a face,’’
said Charles Diggs, with Engine 207 from
Brooklyn, ‘‘We uncovered a part of her and
put her in a body bag.’’

Their work was a crude archaeology of
pickaxes, shovels and Halligan bars. Sniffer
dogs trotted out across the foothills of rub-
ble, but because of the breeze and the pan-
cake of metal tonnage, the dogs were thrown
off course.

‘‘There’s dead in that pile,’’ said a handler
from Evansville, Ind., watching from the
sidelines. Dogs on rest cooled their paws in
buckets of water.

And when the dogs yelped excitedly, it
meant there was life. One brindle-colored fe-
male set out into the pile of metal and con-
crete, and 30 feet away from the perimeter
she began yelping and running in circles, and
all eyes turned toward the dog’s horrible joy.
But it was the just the wind playing tricks.

Overlooking the rescue efforts was a blast-
ed-out Brooks Brothers. The front of the
store had been sheared off, making it open-
air. Inside, stacks of folded dress shirts were
undisturbed but blanketed in the gray grit.

The streets were littered with crushed ve-
hicles and tons of financial documents. ‘‘We
are pleased to confirm the following trans-
action,’’ read one investment statement
nearly ground into the sidewalk.

Tony Catapano noticed none of it. His eyes
could not stay off the rubble.

Before he returned for another shift this
afternoon, his wife told him not to push too
hard. But it was no use. ‘‘Those guys are a
strange bunch, a family, you know,’’ she
said. ‘‘Tony is not really their brother; he’s
more like their father.’’

While Catapano suited up at the firehouse,
a father and son brought flowers and a toy
fire truck. The pastries and cakes kept com-
ing. But Catapano was edgy to return.

‘‘Be strong, guys,’’ a man on the sidewalk
called out to him.

Catapano didn’t even hear. He was already
mentally back on the rubble. With a four-day
beard and red-rimmed eyes, he gunned the
car back down to Lower Manhattan.

When he was a boy he dreamed of being a
cowboy. Then he worked in a bank, pushing
papers around. Then he found his calling as
a firefighter, ‘‘trying to save people.’’ His
son is now on the waiting list to join the
New York City Fire Department.

f

TRIBUTE TO JAY FEAVEL

HON. BOB SCHAFFER
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor
to rise today to recognize the achievements of
an outstanding Coloradan, Mr. Jay Feavel of

Fort Collins. Jay is an entrepreneur who has
performed his duties with the highest degree
of excellence. His reputation has been con-
firmed through his many accomplishments.

At its recent Worldwide Rally, Domino’s
Pizza awarded 15 of its franchises the coveted
‘‘Gold Franny’’ award and Jay Feavel was one
of the recipients. Jay was recognized for both
his franchise’s operational excellence and his
team’s community involvement. Jay’s leader-
ship was chosen to be among the top one
percent of all franchisees in the areas of sales
performance, product quality, store safety and
security, store crew moral, and community in-
volvement.

A constituent of Colorado’s Fourth Congres-
sional District, Jay not only makes his commu-
nity proud, but also his country. He has taken
the responsibilities and standards of his job
and his business to a higher level and for that
I applaud him. On behalf of the citizens of Col-
orado, I ask the House to join me in extending
congratulations to Jay on his many accom-
plishments.

f

WALL STREET JOURNAL REPORTS
THAT U.S. IS PRESSING LEB-
ANON AND SYRIA FOR ACTION
AGAINST HEZBOLLAH TERROR-
ISTS

HON. TOM LANTOS
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, the Wall Street Journal reported
that the United States Government has
asked Lebanon and Syria to extradite
Palestinians and Lebanese Shiites sus-
pected of committing acts of terrorism
over the past two decades. I welcome
this indication of aggressive action
against all terrorists. As I have said on
numerous occasions last week as we de-
bated our response to the horrendous
acts of terrorism committed against
the United States, the only action we
can take that will end this plague of
terrorist violence is to act against ter-
rorism everywhere.

If Osama bin Laden were to fall into
our hands this afternoon, this would
not end the possibility of terrorist ac-
tions against our nation and others.
This is a struggle that must take on
terrorism wherever and however it ap-
pears, and we delude ourselves if we
think that this is a struggle only
against bin Laden. To succeed, we must
move against terrorists everywhere.

First, Mr. Speaker, the Taliban must
hand over to us Osama bin Laden—if
not for the horrible acts committed
last week, for his previous acts of ter-
rorism in Africa, Saudi Arabia, and Ku-
wait. But that cannot and must not be
end of action against the scourge of
terrorism against innocent children,
women, and men.

Iran must cease its support of
Hezbollah. Lebanon and Syria must
take action to disarm and end the ter-
rorist actions of Hezbollah. Syria must
also close the headquarters of the var-
ious terrorist organizations which are

now located in Damascus. Yasser
Arafat should arrest all terrorists, sui-
cide bombers, and plotters of mass
murder who have been released since
the Palestinian Authority assumed au-
thority in parts of the West Bank and
Gaza. Europe must join us in our policy
vis-a-vis Iran and Libya and stop pro-
viding aid and important economic and
trade assistance to them. Russia,
China, and North Korea must stop sell-
ing technology and weapons of mass
destruction to countries that support
terrorism.

Mr. Speaker, earlier this year, the
House approved by a narrow vote—216
to 212—an amendment to the Foreign
Relations Authorization Act for 2002–
2003 which I offered. That amendment
would cut off U.S. IMET assistance to
the Lebanese military forces unless the
Lebanese government acts against
Hezbollah and secures its southern bor-
der, where numerous terrorist actions
are spawned and committed. The Ad-
ministration opposed my amendment
when it was considered earlier this
year, but I am delighted to report that
the Administration is now taking the
action that my amendment was in-
tended to motivate.

Mr. Speaker, the report yesterday in
yesterday’s issue of the Wall Street
Journal is a most welcome develop-
ment. I commend the Administration
for its most positive steps in raising
this issue with Lebanese and Syrian of-
ficials. I urge both governments to
take these positive steps. Terrorism
and terrorist cells anywhere is a threat
to the security of civilized nations and
peoples everywhere.

I ask that the Wall Street Journal
article be placed in the RECORD, and I
urge my colleagues to read it.

[From the Wall Street Journal, Sept. 19,
2001]

U.S. PRESSES LEBANON ON SUSPECTS

(By James M. Dorsey)
BEIRUT, LEBANON.—The U.S. has asked

Lebanon and Syria to extradite Palestinians
and Lebanese Shiites suspected of terrorism
in the past 20 years, according to Lebanese
officials and people close to Lebanese Prime
Minister Rafik Hariri.

The officials and people close to the prime
minister said the Bush administration was
also calling for disarmament if not dis-
banding, of Hezbollah. The group is a Shiite
Muslim militia believed responsible for the
1983 suicide bombings of the U.S. Embassy
and a U.S. Marine peacekeeping mission in
Beirut as well as the 1980s kidnapping in
Lebanon of Westerners, including 18 Ameri-
cans. The U.S. demands are part of seven re-
quests presented this week to Lebanese and
Syrian officials.

The Lebanese officials cautioned that
meeting the demands could tear apart the
country’s fragile social fabric unless it is
carried out properly.

A Hezbollah spokesman, in his Beirut of-
fice sitting below portraits of the late Ira-
nian leader Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini
and the current Iranian religious leader Aya-
tollah Sayed Ali Khamenei, expressed con-
fidence that Lebanon and Syria would reject
the U.S. demands. I rule out the Lebanese
government doing anything against the Leb-
anese resistance that liberated Lebanon and
Israeli occupation. The Lebanese govern-
ment knows how to protect innocent peo-
ple,’’ the spokesman said.
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A spokesman for the U.S. Embassy in Bei-

rut, Ann O’Leary, said the Bush administra-
tion ‘‘is asking the Lebanese government for
its complete cooperation in the war against
terrorism.’’ Ms. O’Leary declined to com-
ment on the specific list of demands.

The officials and people cost to Mr. Hariri
said the U.S. demands included the prosecu-
tion or extradition of terrorists, stopping
their movement in and out of Lebanon and
Syria, intelligence sharing and banning orga-
nizations that support terrorism.

Whether the demands bring any result de-
pends largely on Syria, and possibly Iran, be-
cause of their support for Hezbollah and
other radical groups, these people said. Syria
has an estimated 30,000 troops based in Leb-
anon.

‘‘Hezbollah is a major political party here.
It represents a major segment of society.
They are regarded as heroes. Now, they’ve
become a hot potato and everybody is look-
ing at what the Syrians will do,’’ said one
person close to Mr. Hariri.

Mr. Hariri in the past year has allied him-
self with Hezbollah, seeking to benefit from
its popularity after the group’s successful
military campaign that last year forced
Israel to end its 22-year occupation of south-
ern Lebanon. The officials said Mr. Hariri
had aided the Hezbollah campaign by grant-
ing Hezbollah access to military intel-
ligence, licensing its arms and securing ac-
cess roads to southern Lebanon. Hezbollah
earlier this week offered its condolences to
the victims of last week’s bombings in New
York and Washington.

Signaling that Lebanon wouldn’t simply
comply with the U.S. demands, 
President Emile Lahoud said in a statement
that ‘‘it is very important to differentiate
between those acts [of terror] and national
resistance, which aims at liberating occupied
lands.’’ The statement argued that the inter-
national community throughout history has
viewed resistance to occupation as legiti-
mate.

Syrian endorsement would be essen-
tial to cracking down on Hezbollah
without disrupting the fragile com-
munal balance established in Lebanon
after the end of that country’s civil
war in 1991, people close to Mr. Hariri
said. Syria is likely to drive a hard bar-
gain, they said, possibly demanding
that the U.S. pressure Israel to with-
draw from the Golan Heights con-
quered from Syria in 1967 and create a
platform for a negotiated end to the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict.

‘‘Anything less than Madrid Two will
not be acceptable. Syria will not relin-
quish its tools in its struggle against
Israel for less,’’ said one person close to
the Syrian government. Madrid Two
refers to a 1991 conference organized by
the U.S. that launched the Mideast
peace process; the U.S. role in calling
for the peace talks helped it win Syrian
and other Arab support for its military
campaign a year earlier to force Iraq’s
withdrawal from Kuwait.

Among those the U.S. wants extra-
dited, people close to Mr. Hariri said,
are former Hezbollah leader Imad
Mughniyeh and the Damascus-based
head of the Popular Front for the Lib-
eration of Palestine, General Command
Ahmed Jibril, who is believed to be re-
sponsible for a series of attacks in the
1980s.

Authorities in the U.S., Israel and
some Arab states suspect Mr.

Mughniyeh of involvement in the April
1983 bombing that destroyed the U.S.
Embassy in Beirut and killed 63 people,
including 17 Americans. Other attacks
he is believed to have masterminded:
the suicide bombing six months later
that destroyed a U.S. Marine base in
the Lebanese capital and killed 241 Ma-
rines; and a 1984 attack on the current
U.S. Embassy compound in Beirut, in
which a vehicle packed with explosives
rammed the embassy, killing 15 people.
Mr. Mughniyeh is also thought to be
behind the kidnapping of foreigners in
Lebanon in the 1980s, including former
Associated Press correspondent Terry
Anderson.

Israeli and Argentine officials hold
Mr. Mughniyeh responsible for the 1992
bombing of the Israeli Embassy in Bue-
nos Aires as well as a 1994 attack on a
Jewish social center. About 124 people
were killed in the two incidents. Ar-
gentina’s Supreme Court earlier this
year issued a warrant for Mr.
Mughniyeh’s arrest.

f

RE-EMPHASIZING THE NEED FOR
TOLERANCE

HON. HILDA L. SOLIS
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to
again urge tolerance during this challenging
time.

In California, there have been over 70 acts
of violence against individuals perceived to be
of Arab or Muslim descent in the last week.
My own district has served witness to one of
these most abhorrent acts. An Egyptian shop-
keeper in San Gabriel was shot to death Sat-
urday in a potential hate crime.

Adel Karas and his family had lived in San
Gabriel for over 20 years and had become a
welcome fixture in the community.

In another act of ignorance, a Latino man
was mistaken as an Arab and was pulled from
his car and beaten.

This misguided violence must cease.
f

TRIBUTE TO LELEA TURNER

HON. BOB SCHAFFER
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor
to rise today to express gratitude and con-
gratulations to Mrs. Lelea Turner of Campo,
CO, one of Colorado’s most outstanding citi-
zens. Lelea, better known as ‘‘Grandmother
Turner’’ by her community, is an individual
who has made a positive and lasting dif-
ference in the lives of others.

Lelea has been a hard worker her entire life
as well as being a compassionate leader al-
ways making time to change the lives of oth-
ers. Lelea grew up in Campo, CO, where she
received most of her education until transfer-
ring to Springfield, CO, to finish her senior
year of high school. Lelea then began teach-
ing at the age of 18 and continued to teach

and serve her country until the age of 84. It
was in 1932 that Lelea met her husband Uel
Turner and was married in Boise City, OK.
During World War II Lelea did her part aiding
in the war effort by working in a munitions fac-
tory while continuing to teach part time.
Lelea’s husband, Uel Turner passed away in
1963, leaving her to single handedly care and
provide for her sons. Through this struggle
Lelea persevered as she not only went to
school part time while working to receive her
bachelor’s but also went on to receive her
master’s degree in special education. She
then went on to teach special education in
Campo for 25 years.

Mr. Speaker, Lelea’s service and dedication
to teaching and serving her country remind us
of all that is good in America. Lelea is truly a
shining example for all Americans.

As a constituent of Colorado’s Fourth Con-
gressional District, ‘‘Grandma Turner’’ not only
makes her community proud, but also her
State and country. It is a true honor to have
such an extraordinary citizen in Colorado and
we owe her a debt of gratitude for her service
and dedication to the community. I ask the
House to join me in extending wholehearted
congratulations to Mrs. Lelea Turner.

f

TRIBUTE TO TERRY LYNCH

HON. JAMES A. TRAFICANT, JR.
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, today, I am
deeply saddened to share the news of the
passing of Terry Lynch.

Terry, who was a graduate of Ursuline High
School and Youngstown State University in
my district, was lost in the unfortunate incident
that occurred at the Pentagon on September
11, 2001.

Terry, now currently of Mount Vernon. VA,
worked as a congressional aide to Senators
RICHARD SHELBY and ARLEN SPECTER.
Through his work, Terry became committed to
the fight against arthritis, by helping to intro-
duce legislation that created National Juvenile
Arthritis Awareness Week.

Two years ago, Terry joined the firm Booz-
Allen & Hamilton, Inc. His work often required
him to visit the Pentagon.

My heart and my prayers go out to Terry’s
wife, Jackie, his daughters, Tiffany and Ash-
ley, and his extended family. Terry was a
great American who had a history of showing
compassion for people in need. He will be
deeply missed.

f

INTRODUCTION OF CONCURRENT
RESOLUTION FOR THE ‘‘FIRST
RESPONDERS’’ INJURED AT THE
WTC, PENTAGON, AND IN PENN-
SYLVANIA

HON. J.C. WATTS
OF OKLAHOMA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, it is
with great honor that I introduce this Concur-
rent Resolution on behalf of myself, Rep.
ENGEL and the other original House cospon-
sors.
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The resolution expresses Congress’ pro-

found sorrow for the loss of life and injuries
suffered by ‘‘first responders’’ as a result of
their efforts to save innocent Americans in the
aftermath of the World Trade Center, Pen-
tagon and Pennsylvania terrorist attacks on
September 11, 2001. It also expresses our
deepest condolences to the families and loved
ones of the first responders who will never
again return home.

Last Tuesday, in New York City and at the
Pentagon, law enforcement, firefighters, and
emergency medical personnel (first respond-
ers) were the first public service personnel on
the scene of the attacks. If it were not for their
heroic efforts immediately after these attacks,
numerous innocent people would not be alive
today.

We also believe that it is important for
America to better understand the activities and
responsibilities of first responders. In addition
to the everyday well-being, security and safety
of Americans that depend upon first respond-
ers’ official duties, the consequences of ter-
rorist attacks also compel their service. In
preparation for the these tragedies, first re-
sponders around the country plan, train and
exercise for mass casualty events. Our resolu-
tion recognizes the hard work and dedication
of ‘‘first responder’’ personnel for their anti-ter-
rorism preparation efforts that many participate
in on their own time.

In addition, this resolution recognizes the
hard work and dedication of first responders
after the 1993 World Trade Center and 1995
Oklahoma City bombings.

As the days in this session of Congress
wind down, we must lead the nation to ensure
that Americans are as protected as possible
against future terrorist attacks. Congress must
remain vigilant against other threats such as
biological, chemical, nuclear, radiological at-
tacks that terrorists may unleash on our
shores in the future. I am going to fight to
maintain and increase America’s deterrence,
prevention, preparation, and response abilities
today and the coming tomorrows.

f

THE PRAIRIE ROSE CHAPTER OF
THE DAUGHTERS OF THE AMER-
ICAN REVOLUTION SALUTES
CONSTITUTION WEEK

HON. DENNIS MOORE
OF KANSAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, the week of Sep-
tember 17–23 has been officially designated
as Constitution Week. This marks the 214th
anniversary of the signing of our Constitution.

The guardian of our liberties, our Constitu-
tion established our republic as a self-gov-
erning nation dedicated to rule by law. This
document is the cornerstone of our freedom. It
was written to protect every American from the
abuse of power by government. Without that
restraint, our founders believed the republic
would perish.

The ideals upon which our Constitution is
based are reinforced each day by the success
of our political system to which it gave birth.
The success of our way of government re-
quires an enlightened citizenry.

Constitution Week provides an opportunity
for all Americans to recall the achievements of

our founders, the nature of limited govern-
ment, and the rights, privileges and respon-
sibilities of citizenship. It provides us the op-
portunity to be better informed about our
rights, freedoms and duties as citizens.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I particularly want
to take note of the outstanding work of the
Prairie Rose Chapter of the Kansas Society of
the Daughters of the American Revolution,
which is actively involved in the Third Con-
gressional District in events this week com-
memorating Constitution Week. The Prairie
Rose Chapter has been involved with this ef-
fort in our communities for a number of years
and I commend them for doing so.

Our Constitution has served us well for over
200 years, but it will continue as a strong, vi-
brant, and vital foundation for freedom only so
long as the American people remain dedicated
to the basic principles on which it rests. Thus,
as the United States continues into its third
century of constitutional democracy, let us
renew our commitment to, in the words of our
Constitution’s preamble: ‘‘form a more perfect
Union, establish Justice, insure domestic Tran-
quility, provide for the common defense, pro-
mote the general Welfare, and secure the
Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Pos-
terity . . . ’’ I know that the Prairie Rose
Chapter of the Kansas Society of the Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution joins with me
in urging all Americans to renew their commit-
ment to, and understanding of, our Constitu-
tion, particularly during our current time of cri-
sis, when Americans have been attacked on
our own soil by terrorists who do not recog-
nize the rule of human law.

f

TRIBUTE TO WILL HEERMANN

HON. BOB SCHAFFER
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. SHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight to
recognize Will Heermann of Haxtun, Colorado.
Will was one of only nine to be selected at the
National Future Business Leaders of America
convention to be a part of the national officer
team. For this, Mr. Speaker, the United States
Congress should honor him.

Will led the regional FBLA leadership con-
ference in Denver and was also a guest
speaker, contest judge, and led workshops at
many other regional conferences. According to
Will’s teachers, he is an energetic, hard-
working, and caring young man, an out-
standing student, and dedicated to helping
others while contributing to his community.
Will has been instrumental in many organiza-
tions from being a group leader in the March
of Dimes project to participating in the ‘‘burn-
the-mortgage’’ campaign.

Mr. Speaker, students like Will Heermann
take our minds off of all the negative and trag-
ic events in our Nation’s schools, and focus on
all the positives. As a constituent of Colo-
rado’s Fourth Congressional District, Will is
truly someone who can be looked up to by
young people everywhere. He makes his com-
munity, and his State and country proud. I ask
the House to join me in extending whole-
hearted congratulations to Mr. Will Heermann.

HONORING DOROTHY BRYAN
O’NEILL ON THE OCCASION OF
HER 90TH BIRTHDAY

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR.
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great
pleasure that I introduce and honor Mrs. Doro-
thy Bryan O’Neill as she celebrates her 90th
birthday on September 23, 2001. As a de-
voted wife and mother, Dorothy has led an ex-
emplary life of dedication to her family and to
her community.

A native of Charleston, SC, Dorothy Bryan
was born on September 23, 1911. Upon her
graduation from Burke High School, she mar-
ried Mr. Lawrence I. O’Neill and became his
wife, then mother to their 12 children, includ-
ing their third oldest Lawrence E. O’Neill
(Buddy), a resident of the county of Mon-
mouth, NJ, since 1950. As her new family
grew larger with the birth of each child, her
commitment to them grew as well; 11 children
have graduated college, some with graduate
degrees, all going on to successful careers
ranging from lawyers to business entre-
preneurs. Carrying with her the inspiration of
her mother, whom she considers her personal
hero, Dorothy has maintained her strength and
fully embodies the traits of kindness, selfless-
ness, and encouragement that are only pos-
sessed by a truly devoted mother. Her own
children describe her as their best friend, their
confidant, and their trusted advisor.

Today Dorothy is defined as ‘‘a beacon and
family matriarch for whom we all should as-
pire.’’ In reaching her 90th year, Dorothy
O’Neill has done more than fulfill her goal of
raising successful children; rather, her dream
lives on through her 54 grandchildren, 19
great-grandchildren and 4 great-great-grand-
children. ‘‘Mrs. O’Neill once called her children
an investment that paid many dividends.’’ Fel-
low community members and friends admire
Dorothy for her lifelong commitment to the
idea of family and the important role that fam-
ily plays in our society. As both a woman and
an African-American, she is an inspiration to
those who need to work a little bit harder in
the midst of adversity in order to obtain per-
sonal achievement.

Mr. Speaker, it is my hope that you join me
in distinguishing Dorothy Bryan O’Neill, as her
12 children and family celebrate her life as a
most remarkable woman, wife and profes-
sional mother, in addition to her continuing ef-
forts to sustain the invaluable institution of the
family.

f

CONGRATULATIONS TO MR. ALDO
M. CACCAMO

HON. ELLEN O. TAUSCHER
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to honor and congratulate Mr. Aldo M.
Caccamo upon his retirement from Chevron.
Mr. Caccamo is retiring from his current posi-
tion as Vice President of Public Affairs, and
corporate officer, after completing a distin-
guished 37-year career.
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Mr. Caccamo was born in 1937, received

his Bachelor of Science in Civil Engineering
from the New Jersey Institute of Technology in
1960, and a MBE degree from Harvard Busi-
ness School in 1964. That same year he
joined Chevron.

I would like to also honor Jane Caccamo,
Al’s wife, who together celebrated their 38th
wedding anniversary this past August. They
have three sons, Daniel—36 years old, Paul—
33 years old, and David—who is 31 years old
and married to Amy Jo. Al and Jane recently
became grandparents with the birth of David
and Amy Jo’s daughter, Emily Jane, who is
now almost 1 year old.

His distinguished service has included glob-
al responsibilities. Prior to assuming his cur-
rent position in 1996, he was the President of
Chevron International Oil Co.—responsible for
Chevron’s international crude oil, products
trading and international sales. He started as
a financial analyst and progressed, in 1967 to
the assistant area manager-aviation sales for
Chevron International. He became worldwide
aviation fuels manager in San Francisco in
1971, and subsequently held positions as cor-
porate planning consultant and planning man-
ager for Chevron U.S.A.

In 1979, he was named manager, pricing
and evaluation, for Chevron U.S.A. marketing.
In 1982, he became manager of the west cen-
tral marketing division. In 1984, he was named
general manager, western region, supply and
distribution. In 1986, he became general man-
ager, eastern region, supply and distribution in
Houston. In 1988, he was named general
manager, marketing for Chevron U.S.A. Prod-
ucts Co.

Mr. Caccamo has served on the board of di-
rectors of the San Francisco Friends of the
Urban Forest, the San Francisco Academy,
the San Francisco Opera, and the National
Council of La Raza. He has also served as
chairman of the San Francisco Global Trade
Council Advisory Board, and as a director of
Caltex Petroleum Corp.—which operates a
major refining and marketing business in Afri-
ca and the Far East.

On behalf of the U.S. Congress, and my fel-
low citizens of the San Francisco Bay area, I
extend our sincere congratulations to Al
Caccamo.

f

INTRODUCTION OF THE PLANT
BIOTECHNOLOGY IN THE DEVEL-
OPING WORLD RESEARCH ACT
OF 2001

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, today I am introducing a bill to
establish a grant program under the National
Science Foundation to support research and
development programs in plant biotechnology
to address the food and economic needs of
the developing world.

My bill recognizes the great potential of
plant biotechnology to combat hunger, mal-
nutrition, and sickness in the developing world
and provides the mechanism to encourage the
pursuit of this exciting technology under the
National Science Foundation, which has made
important contributions to advance the knowl-

edge base for plant biotechnology. Research
funding levels at the National Science Founda-
tion and elsewhere are obstacles to the use of
plant biotechnology to address problems in the
developing world.

Plant biotechnology research has the poten-
tial to help developing countries increase food
security and improve the quality and nutritional
content of food. Additionally, biotechnology
can also improve the health of citizens of de-
veloping countries by combating illness. Sub-
stantial progress has been made in the devel-
oped world on vaccines against life-threat-
ening illnesses, but, unfortunately, infrastruc-
ture limitations often hinder the effectiveness
of traditional vaccination methods in some
parts of the developing world. For example,
many vaccines must be kept refrigerated until
they are injected. Even if a health clinic has
electricity and is able to deliver effective vac-
cines, the cost of multiple needles can hinder
vaccination efforts. Additionally, the improper
use of hypodermic needles can spread HIV,
the virus that causes AIDS. Biotechnology of-
fers the prospect of orally delivering vaccines
to immunize against life-threatening illnesses
through agricultural products in a safe and ef-
fective manner.

My bill establishes a grant program under
the National Science Foundation to encourage
research in plant biotechnology. Eligible grant
recipients are required to enter into a partner-
ship with one or more research institutions in
one or more developing nations. Historically
black colleges and universities, land-grant col-
leges, Hispanic serving institutions, and tribal
colleges or universities are given special con-
sideration under the merit-reviewed competi-
tive grant application process. Non-profit and
for-profit organizations are also eligible. The
research partnership established between sci-
entists in the United States and developing
countries will help strengthen the capabilities
of those countries to develop and implement
applications of plant biotechnology.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my colleagues to
support this important piece of legislation.

f

FAMILIES STAMP ACT

HON. LOIS CAPPS
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, as we begin our
long recovery from the attacks on our nation
last week, many of our thoughts are with
those who lost loved ones. I think we have all
been overwhelmed by the outpouring of gen-
erosity by the American people. I has been
one of the few silver linings in an otherwise
dark, dark cloud hanging over this nation.

Among Congress’ many tasks, I believe it is
our duty to enable and magnify this generosity
in the most productive way. And I am very
proud that so many members have introduced
legislation to that effect.

In this effort, Congressman SHAYS and I are
introducing the September 11th Families
Stamp Act. This legislation would establish a
commemorative stamp to assist the families of
those who lost their lives in the attacks last
week.

Our bill would instruct the Postal Service to
issue a stamp in the memory of the victims.
Like the very successful Breast Cancer Re-

search stamp, this stamp would cost six cents
more than a regular first-class stamp. The
extra money raised would be distributed to the
families of those who lost their loved ones, at
the World Trade Center, the Pentagon, or in
the four hijacked airliners on September 11th.
The Breast Cancer Research stamp has
raised $20 million since its inception in 1997.

The funds raised by the September 11th
Families Stamp would be distributed by the
Office of Victims of Crimes, in the Department
of Justice, and would be tax-exempt for the re-
cipients. The stamp would be issued by De-
cember 1, so that it is available for the holiday
season, and would be in circulation for two
years.

And I am very pleased to say that this is
only one of several ideas put forward to help
the families torn apart by last week’s terrible
events. My colleagues, Representative ACKER-
MAN and Representative FOSSELLA, have a bill
to issue a stamp specifically for the families of
the firefighters, police, and rescuers lost in this
tragedy. Representative ENGEL has introduced
a bill to issue a commemorative coin to do
much the same. Representative LAFALCE has
put forward a Victory Bond bill as yet another
excellent way to allow Americans to give to
the relief effort. And Representative
VELÁZQUEZ has introduced legislation to allow
people to devote their tax refunds to the relief
efforts more easily.

I think it is absolutely wonderful to have so
many options before the Congress. And I
hope that more members will come up with
such good ideas and keep introducing legisla-
tion to help the victims. but I also want to en-
courage the leadership to use these ideas in
developing a comprehensive package to build
upon America’s generous desire to help all the
victims of these unspeakable events.

Clearly, nothing will ever make up for the
terrible loss our countrymen have suffered.
But we can at least help make their lives easi-
er as they go forward.

f

IN RECOGNITION OF LAWSUIT
ABUSE AWARENESS WEEK: SEP-
TEMBER 17–21, 2001

HON. ROBERT L. EHRLICH, JR.
OF MARYLAND

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001
Mr. EHRLICH. Mr. Speaker, while the tragic

events of last week remain paramount in our
hearts and minds, I, nonetheless, rise today to
recognize Maryland Citizens Against Lawsuit
Abuse (MDCALA), who joins thousands of
Marylanders in declaring the week of Sep-
tember 17, 2001, to be Lawsuit Abuse Aware-
ness Week.

MDCALA is a nonprofit, nonpartisan, legal
watchdog organization dedicate to improving
the civil justice system. Over the last six
years, MDCALA has worked to educate Mary-
landers about the cost of frivolous litigation.
With more than 10,000 supporters statewide,
MDCALA emphasizes the negative con-
sequences that lawsuit abuse has on the pub-
lic.

Maryland is home to many large corpora-
tions and family businesses. Yet, the constant
fear of lawsuits threatens the economic vitality
of our State. Small businesses simply cannot
afford one frivolous lawsuit. In order to com-
pensate for potential legal bills, businesses
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are forced to raise prices to protect their bot-
tom-line. Lawsuit abuse, therefore, results in
higher prices, increased medical expenses
and loss of business growth.

Through public outreach programs,
MDCALA increases awareness of frivolous liti-
gation and the need for personal responsibility
throughout the State. In particular, the
MDCALA sponsored an essay contest for high
school seniors earlier this year. In a terrific ex-
ample of the concern of our next generation of
voters, students from throughout Maryland
took the time to craft thoughtful, well-written
essays on the importance of personal respon-
sibility in their daily lives.

As a former member of the Maryland Gen-
eral Assembly, I worked hard to reform our
legal system at the State level. During my ten-
ure in Congress, I have supported efforts with
respect to product liability reform, securities
litigation reform, and reform of the Federal
Superfund program. More importantly, I spon-
sored legislation that has helped reduce, in my
view, frivolous class action lawsuits brought
against mortgage brokers.

Legal reform is a very complex issue. The
legal system must function to provide justice
to every American. This does not mean, how-
ever, that the status quo is necessarily perfect.
When lawsuits and the courts are used in ex-
cess or to the detriment of innocent parties,
the system should be reviewed and reformed
if possible.

For their efforts, let me acknowledge
MDCALA Chairman, The Honorable Phillip D.
Bissett; Board of Directors—Joseph Brown,
Jack Doll, Janna Naylor, Vikki Nelson, Gary
Prince, The Honorable Joseph Sachs, Dr. Mi-
chael Saylor, and The Honorable Michael
Wagner; and Executive Director Nancy H. Hill.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I remind our citi-
zens that frivolous lawsuits—nationwide—clog
our courts and prevent access to legitimate liti-
gation. We must work together to implement
common sense reform in order to restore fair-
ness and justice to our legal system. I com-
mend these citizens, and all involved in this
worthwhile effort, for their dedication and com-
mitment and to acknowledge this week as a
time of public awareness on the serious
issues associated with lawsuit abuse.

f

AUTHORIZING USE OF UNITED
STATES ARMED FORCES
AGAINST THOSE RESPONSIBLE
FOR RECENT ATTACKS AGAINST
THE UNITED STATES

SPEECH OF

HON. JOSÉ E. SERRANO
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 14, 2001

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, as you know,
I traditionally do not support the use of military
force to pursue our national objectives. In the
past, I felt that we often resorted to military
force too early, resorting to military reprisals
before we explored all of our diplomatic op-
tions or fully questioned our motivations for
such action. But today we are facing a dif-
ferent situation altogether.

I will support this resolution. The attacks on
America only three days ago, without a doubt,
were an act of war and unmitigated aggres-
sion against our country. I will not spend an-

other day of my life without remembering the
nightmare of that day. And I, like every other
American, know that such assaults on our
freedom cannot go unanswered. We have no
other option but to respond.

Still, I hope that the president will fully real-
ize the awesome power he has been given
and that he uses its full strength only after all
other options to protecting our freedoms and
bringing our attackers to their knees have
been exhausted. The president must use this
power prudently and with the understanding
that many of us who vote today to approve
this power do so with a heavy heart.

Nonetheless, we have no other option. I
never thought I would find myself in this situa-
tion, where I would agree with many of my
more eager peers, that force would be a legiti-
mate option. But I, like my colleagues, know
that we have no other choice. Faceless ag-
gressors have challenged our society’s core
principles and I am confident that the ideals of
our great land will prevail.

We will complete our objective and will not
yield until we find and mete out justice to
those nations, organizations or persons behind
those horrific attacks. Yet I remain confident
that we will not fall to the level of the terrorist.
I know that the president will use our military
force to make the world safer for free peoples
and be careful not to wantonly crush innocent
souls purely to make a point. Our motivations
are right, our goals are just and I know that
we will use our awesome military power to
make the world better for all of us who em-
brace freedom in our hearts.

f

AUTHORIZING USE OF UNITED
STATES ARMED FORCES
AGAINST THOSE RESPONSIBLE
FOR RECENT ATTACKS AGAINST
THE UNITED STATES

SPEECH OF

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 14, 2001
Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. Speaker,

I rise in strong support of H.J. Res. 64/S.J.
Res. 23, the use-of-military force resolution.
By passing this resolution, the House of Rep-
resentatives will send a clear message to our
country’s enemies—the United States is reso-
lute. We stand with the President. We are
united in defending our freedom and our lib-
erty.

I spent the last two days in New York, offer-
ing assistance and comfort to my constituents
in this time of great tragedy. Earlier this after-
noon, I toured lower Manhattan with the Presi-
dent and other members of the New York,
New Jersey and Connecticut delegations.

Over these last few days I have not been
able to truly describe the landscape of de-
struction. When I walk among the rubble I am
speechless. I have often thought that perhaps
I should call upon religious scholars or poets
to try to put these visions into words—I do not
think I am up to the task. It is an indescribable
place.

Walking through New York City I can tell
you that the pain is very deep and very real
but so is the resolve to rebuild and to not give
into terror.

I have never been so moved by the actions
of everyday people.

I have held the relatives of the missing as
they sob for their loved ones while they pro-
claim in the same breath that they have never
been so proud of New York City and America.

I have witnessed ashen-faced firefighters,
as they move uptown after working at ground
zero, applauded and embraced by total
strangers as if returning from battle.

New Yorkers want a response to the mad-
ness of September 11th. Passage of the reso-
lution will solidify this country’s ability to take
military action.

Congress stands with the President. And
when the perpetrators have been identified,
this resolution says that we will support Presi-
dent Bush when he takes action against the
cowards who attacked our beloved country.

A day after Pearl Harbor was attacked,
President Franklin D. Roosevelt, a great Presi-
dent and a great New Yorker said: ‘‘I believe
I interpret the will of the Congress and of the
people when I assert that we will not only de-
fend ourselves to the uttermost, but will make
very certain that this form of treachery shall
never endanger us again.’’

International terrorism should never endan-
ger us again! I urge all my colleagues to vote
in favor of this resolution.

f

SIKHS CONDEMN ATTACK ON
UNITED STATES

HON. CYNTHIA A. McKINNEY
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, the Council of
Khalistan has written a letter to President
Bush condemning Tuesday’s brutal terrorist at-
tack on the United States. This terrible attack
is an act of war against all Americans and the
freedom-loving people of all the world. The
Council has also issued an excellent press re-
lease on the matter.

In the letter, the Council’s President, Dr.
Gurmit Singh Aulakh, writes, ‘‘On behalf of the
21-million strong Sikh Nation and especially
on behalf of more than 500,000 Sikh Ameri-
cans, I would like to express our sadness and
our sympathies to the people of the United
States for the terrible attack on the United
States yesterday and for the loss of life it en-
tails.’’

Mr. Speaker, I would like to place this letter
to President Bush and the Council of
Khalistan’s press release on the bombing into
the RECORD.

COUNCIL OF KHALISTAN,
GURU GOBIND SINGH JI, TENTH MASTER,

Washington, DC, September 12, 2001.
Hon. GEORGE W. BUSH,
President of the United States,
The White House,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT, On behalf of the 21-
million strong Sikh Nation and especially on
behalf of more than 500,000 Sikh Americans,
I would like to express our sadness and our
sympathies to the people of the United
States for the terrible attack on the United
States yesterday and for the loss of life it en-
tails. This is a terrible tragedy and we know
that you will take appropriate action. Like
all Americans and all decent people every-
where, we condemn this brutal senseless at-
tack.

The Sikh religion recognizes all humanity
as our brothers and we pray for the well-
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being of all. Our prayers and our sympathies
are with the people of the United States at
this tragic time. We especially pray for the
families of those who have departed. May
God bring peace to these departed souls and
to their families.

We support you and we pray for the people
of America. God bless you and God bless
America.

Sincerely,
DR. GURMIT SINGH AULAKH,

President,
Council of Khalistan.

COUNCIL OF KHALISTAN CONDEMNS ATTACK ON
UNITED STATES

URGES SIKHS TO GIVE BLOOD

WASHINGTON, DC.—SEPTEMBER 12, 2001—
Dr. Gurmit Singh Aulakh, President of the
Council of Khalistan, today condemned the
brutal attack on the United States that oc-
curred yesterday.

‘‘On behalf of the 21-million strong Sikh
Nation and especially on behalf of more than
500,000 Sikh Americans, I would like to ex-
press our sadness and our sympathies to the
people of the United States for the terrible
attack on the United States yesterday and
for the loss of life it entails,’’ Dr. Aulakh
said.

‘‘I urge Sikh Americans to give blood and
to pray for the victims, for their families,
and for all those who are helping our country
and our communities in this time of need,’’
Dr. Aulakh said. ‘‘We must do our part as
American citizens,‘‘ he said. ‘‘We stand to-
gether as a nation.’’

‘‘Like all Americans and all decent people
everywhere, we condemn this brutal and
senseless attack. The Sikh religion recog-
nizes all the human race as one and we pray
for the well-being of all. Our prayers and our
sympathies are with the people of the United
States at this tragic time. We especially
pray for the families of those who have de-
parted.’’

‘‘This tragic event happened in the most
diverse city in the world,’’ Dr. Aulakh said.
‘‘There is hardly a national or ethnic group
that has not been touched directly by this
tragedy. Our sympathies are extended to
those who have been touched personally,’’ he
said. ‘‘Violence against innocent people of
any religion or ethnicity is unacceptable. It
must be ended.’’

Unfortunately, some people have engaged
in violence against Sikhs in the wake of the
bombings yesterday. A couple of young
Sikhs were attacked in Brooklyn. Sikh busi-
nesses have been stoned and cars have been
burned. A Sikh boy was even shot in New
York.

‘‘Today we all stand together as Ameri-
cans, regardless of race, religion, or eth-
nicity,’’ he said. ‘‘We must not accept ter-
rorism. We must unite against this evil,’’ he
said. ‘‘We must work to bring all Americans
together to defeat this brutal enemy.’’

f

CONDEMNING BIGOTRY AND VIO-
LENCE AGAINST ARAB-AMERI-
CANS, AMERICAN MUSLIMS, AND
AMERICANS FROM SOUTH ASIA

HON. MIKE ROGERS
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. Speaker,
today, I speak in support of House Concurrent
Resolution 227, condemning bigotry and vio-
lence against Arab-Americans, American Mus-
lims, and Americans from South Asia in the

wake of the terrorist attacks in New York City,
New York, and Washington, D.C., on Sep-
tember 11, 2001.

Our nation suffered a horrendous tragedy
on September 11, 2001. There is no question
that those responsible for this heinous act
must be brought to justice. However, we must
not further compound the tragedy by turning
against each other in our time of grief and
anger. Unfortunately, in the aftermath of the
recent attack, there have been reports of vio-
lence against Americans of Arab and South
Asian descent. This is nothing short of divi-
sive, and is unacceptable, unconscionable,
and un-American.

The Arab-American, South Asian-American,
and American Muslim communities are an in-
tegral part of the United States. The state of
Michigan itself has one of the largest Middle
Eastern communities outside of the Middle
East. Like all Americans, members of these
communities are outraged by the recent at-
tacks upon our nation. As law abiding and pa-
triotic citizens of our nation they do not de-
serve our rancor, but the dignity afforded to
every American.

Indeed, in the wake of the recent terrorists
attacks, the rights and liberties of all Ameri-
cans must continue to be respected and
upheld. We must relentlessly pursue those
guilty of this cowardly act, and refrain from
lashing out against the innocent. I fully support
the language of H. Con. Res. 227, which
stresses that throughout our search for the
perpetrators of the terrorists acts of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, our nation will continue to
adhere to the civil rights and civil liberties that
has made the United States the land of the
free.

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. RON KIND
OF WISCONSIN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. KIND Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 343,
unfortunately, due to an unavoidable weather
delay I missed today’s rollcall vote. Had I been
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’

f

IN RECOGNITION OF THE MT.
OLIVE MISSIONARY BAPTIST
WORSHIP CENTER

HON. KEN BENTSEN
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
recognition of the 100th Anniversary of the
construction of Mt. Olive Missionary Baptist
Worship Center in Houston, Texas. On Sun-
day, September 23, 2001, the congregation
will celebrate their centennial.

Under the direction of Pastor Willie James
Coleman, the theme for the celebration will be
Faith, Love, Patience, a Reality. The program
for the celebration will also include a nice trib-
ute to the late Professor Nathaniel Edward.
Professor Edward will always be remembered
for his commitment to the congregation and
his musical offerings. Each December Pro-
fessor Edward would direct the annual Can-
dlelight musical.

Pastor Willie James Coleman has been at
the helm of Mt. Olive Missionary Baptist Wor-
ship Center since 1974. His leadership has
seen the congregation through the past 27
years. Throughout his tenure the church has
undergone much renovation and expanded its
membership.

Mt. Olive also has several Deacons; John
Paul, William Derrick, Tommy E. Ford, Stacy
Brisco, Ed Edwards, Issac Johnson, John
McClellan, Charles Johnson, and Walter Jef-
ferson. The spiritual leadership at Mt. Olive
serves as a beacon in the Third Ward commu-
nity. With such programs as Feed the Hungry
and the Annual back to School Clothing Drive,
the congregation’s sense of community activ-
ism and outreach provides an ideal model of
service to the city of Houston. Their dedication
to the community and commitment to their
neighbors sets them apart as the spark that
keeps faith aglow.

In closing Mr. Speaker, I want to again rec-
ognize the 100th Anniversary of the construc-
tion of Mt. Olive Missionary Baptist Worship
Center and offer my sincerest wishes for a
successful celebration.

f

2001 EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATIONS ACT FOR RE-
COVERY FROM AND RESPONSE
TO TERRORIST ATTACKS ON THE
UNITED STATES

SPEECH OF

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 14, 2001

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I want to thank Chairman YOUNG and Ranking
Member OBEY for their leadership today. Con-
gress has taken swift action to respond to the
critical needs of our Nation stemming from the
terrorist attack.

This emergency supplemental appropria-
tions for $40 billion in disaster relief and in-
creased security means so much to this Na-
tion and to the great city of New York. The
support for domestic and humanitarian assist-
ance is a vital and important first step on our
Nation’s long road of recovery.

The emergency supplemental package pro-
vides $40 billion both to fund rescue oper-
ations and a military response to Tuesday’s
terrorist attacks in New York and Virginia.

I am especially pleased that the supple-
mental targets funding to New York. To return
lower Manhattan to its former state, New York
will need this funding and much more support
in the future.

Today is the first time I have been back to
Washington since the attacks. I can tell you
that I have never been so moved by the ac-
tions of everyday people.

Walking through New York City I can tell
you that the pain is very deep and very real
but so is the resolve to rebuild and not give in
to terror.

I have held the relatives of the missing as
they sob for their loved ones while they pro-
claim in the same breath that they have never
been so proud of New York City and America.

I have witnessed ashen-faced firefighters,
as they move uptown after working at ground
zero, applauded and embraced by total
strangers as if returning from battle.
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New Yorkers will come back. Today I thank

all of my colleague and all Americans for this
legislation and for helping get the City on its
way.

f

TRIBUTE TO MR. WILTON ‘‘CURLY’’
COLLIER

HON. DUNCAN HUNTER
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize the extraordinary service and dedi-
cation of Mr. Wilton ‘‘Curly’’ Collier of Alpine,
California, who will be honored by his commu-
nity this Saturday, September 22, 2001. Curly
was born in Vernon, Texas on April 19, 1921.
His family moved to Colorado where he at-
tended high school before moving to California
to enroll at the University of California, Los
Angeles. In his professional life, Curly began
his career as a parts manager and retired 30
yeas later as a sales manager in Alpine.

Curly joined the International Kiwanis Club
with the sponsorship of fellow Alpine resident
Bob Wilson on October 6, 1967. In the
Kiwanis, Curly spent his time volunteering for
the many activities and fund-raisers the
Kiwanis sponsor, including the Worldwide
Service Project, disaster-relief efforts, world-
wide charities, and the Kiwanis family youth
programs.

Curly became the president of the Alpine
Kiwanis Club in 1970 and he used this posi-
tion to help raise money to purchase radio
equipment for the Alpine Fire Station. He was
also responsible for a 346% membership in-
crease at the Alpine Chapter, which went from
15 to 52 members in just his first year of of-
fice. In recognition of his outstanding efforts
and achievements, he was elected to the of-
fice of Lt. Governor of Kiwanis Division 31 in
1976.

In 1985, Curly started the Endowment Fund
for Children’s Hospitals and the Miracle Mile of
Quarters Project. In the first year of its exist-
ence, the Miracle Mile of Quarters Project
raised and donated $56 to the Children’s Hos-
pital. Last year, the project awarded the hos-
pital’s single largest donation of $42,500.

During his tenure as a member of the
Kiwanis Club, Curly has not only held high-
ranking offices, but has been the recipient of
many awards, including the Kiwanian of the
Year in 1987 and the distinguished Hexson
Award in 1996. This award was established by
the Kiwanis International Foundation in honor
of the first Kiwanis International President,
George F. Hexson. The recipients are honored
each year during a special reception at the
Kiwanis International and District Conventions
and are listed in the annual publication of the
Kiwanis Honors Booklet, as well as on a per-
manent donor recognition electronic accolade
at the Kiwanis International Office.

In 1998, Curly received the Tablet of Honor,
the most prestigious honor available from the
Kiwanis International Foundation. This award
is given to recipients on behalf of individuals,
Kiwanis Clubs, corporations, or organizations
to honor their accomplishments and recognize
their service. Besides the prestige that comes
with the award, recipients are pleased to know
that contributions made in their names are
helping the Kiwanis organization provide as-

sistance to children around the world. Each re-
cipient has their name added to the Tablet of
Honor accolade in the lobby of the Inter-
national Office in Indianapolis, IN, and all are
honored at a special Kiwanis reception at
each year’s international convention.

Mr. Speaker, Curly is a symbol of commit-
ment and dedication to his fellow citizens and
community. He has dedicated his life to help-
ing the Kiwanis serve both his community and
children across the world. Today, let us all
honor and thank Curly for his remarkable con-
tributions and for serving as an example of
placing others before yourself.

f

HONORING THE RETIREMENT OF
HELEN BRANDT

HON. LANE EVANS
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay
tribute to a dedicated citizen and long-time
employee of the Quad Cities Development
Group of Rock Island, Illinois—Ms. Helen
Brandt.

The Quad Cities Development Group, an
umbrella organization for economic develop-
ment for the major cities in my district, has
been the catalyst for attracting over 14,000
new jobs and over $1 billion in new invest-
ment in the Quad Cities in the last 10 years.
But an organization is only as good and only
as effective as the men and women who give
it its energy and life, and Helen Brandt has
certainly been a dynamic force for enhancing
the quality of life in the Quad Cities.

For the past nine years, Helen has been a
Project Manager for the Quad Cities Develop-
ment Group. Helen worked on many of the
successful projects that brought jobs and in-
vestment to the Quad Cities area including or-
ganizing marketing efforts for business clients
around the John Deere Classic golf tour-
nament. Helen also led the successful visits
by the Quad City community leaders on their
annual visit to Washington, DC, to present re-
gional issues to legislative leaders and Fed-
eral officials.

Prior to Helen’s work with the Quad Cities
Development Group, she served as the Exec-
utive Vice President of the Northern Illinois In-
dustrial Development Corporation, and before
that worked in the telephone industry for 25
years. Helen is one of those rare persons who
can successfully accomplish all these work-re-
lated tasks while still finding time to volunteer
in many professional and community groups.

Helen will be missed by all her friends at the
Quad Cities Development Group, but she
plans to have an active retirement in the Mo-
line area, so I am sure her community volun-
teer efforts will continue. I would like to wish
Helen, her two children and five grandchildren
continued success in her retirement.

TRIBUTE TO JESUS ‘‘JESSE’’ SAL-
VADOR VARGAS AND ROBERT
‘‘BOBBY’’ A. HILL

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY
OF INDIANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it gives me
great pleasure to honor two dedicated citizens
of Indiana’s First Congressional District on the
occasion of their retirement from the Inland
Steel Company of East Chicago, Indiana.
Jesus ‘‘Jesse’’ Salvador Vargas and Robert
‘‘Bobby’’ A. Hill, both longtime members of
Local Union 1010 of the United Steelworkers
of America, will be honored at a Retirement
Party to be held on Friday, September 21,
2001 at American Legion Post 369 in East
Chicago.

A native of Monterrey, Mexico, Jesse
Vargas has been employed in the Transpor-
tation Department at Inland Steel since 1965.
During that time, Mr. Vargas has been ex-
tremely active in Local Union 1010. He has
held many appointed positions, including serv-
ing on both the Sports and Community Serv-
ice committees. Mr. Vargas has also been
elected Safety Man for the Transportation De-
partment, and has been selected to represent
Local 1010 at many United Steelworkers of
America International Conventions. Through-
out his career, he has shown his dedication to
his Union Brothers and Sisters by traveling
across the nation to assist them in strikes,
lockouts, and organizing drives. Now retiring
with his wife, Rubia, after a 36-year career,
Mr. Vargas serves as an outstanding example
of the dedicated Union craftsmen and laborers
that built our nation.

Bobby Hill, an employee of Inland Steel and
member of Local Union 1010 for 43 years, has
provided exemplary service and leadership to
both his employer and his union. Hailing from
Haysi, Virginia, Mr. Hill grew up the youngest
of nine children. Since 1958, he worked as a
Switchman, Conductor, and Engineer at the
Indiana Harbor Works. Mr. Hill has also
served diligently in numerous elected positions
at Local 1010, including Safety Steward for
the Transportation Department, Guide, Trust-
ee, and Head Trustee. As a member of the
Community Service committee, Mr. Hill volun-
teered his services across the Calumet Re-
gion. Like Jesse Vargas, Mr. Hill traveled
across the country to assist his brethren in
strikes, lockouts, and organizing drives. Bobby
Hill will be greatly missed by his colleagues at
Inland Steel and Local 1010 as he retires with
his wife, Mary Ann.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that you and my col-
leagues join with me today in thanking these
two men for their lifetime of service, and in
wishing them well in their retirement. Bobby
Hill and Jesse Vargas have given many hours
of their precious time in service of their Union
brethren. The sacrifices made by dedicated
workers like Mr. Hill and Mr. Vargas have
made American labor the safest, most effi-
cient, and most quality-driven labor force in
the world. I wish them both a long, healthy,
and happy retirement.
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TRIBUTE TO COMMANDER JOHN

MILEY

HON. JOHN P. MURTHA
OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001
Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to

recognize a truly outstanding Naval Officer,
Commander John Miley. He has served with
distinction and dedication for three years as a
Congressional Liaison Officer in the Appropria-
tions Matters Office. It is a privilege for me to
recognize his many outstanding achievements
and commend him for the superb service he
has provided to the Department of the Navy,
the Congress, and our great Nation.

During his tenure as a representative of the
Department of the Navy to the House and
Senate Appropriations Committees, Com-
mander Miley diligently and successfully
worked budget submission and resource
issues. During that time he has accompanied
me on numerous fact-finding visits to Navy
and Marine Corps facilities both stateside and
abroad. I could always count on him to pro-
vide well through out and candid input. Com-
mander Miley was always on top of the issues
of the day, and be relied on to insure Con-
gress got the ‘‘right information at the right
time’’.

Additionally, Commander Miley has provided
members of the Appropriations Committees,
as well as our professional and associate
staffs with timely and accurate support regard-
ing Navy plans, programs and budget deci-
sions. He has earned our respect and trust for
his dedication, knowledge of the Navy and the
way he handles himself in this demanding po-
sition. His valuable contributions have enabled
the Congress and the Navy to strengthen its
close working relationship and to maintain the
most modern, well-trained and well-equipped
naval forces in the world.

Mr. Speaker, it gives me great pleasure to
recognize Commander John Miley before the
Congress today. It is clear through his stated
and unstated accomplishments that he is a
true leader with a clear sense of purpose, con-
viction, and conscience of service to his Na-
tion. As he departs the Washington area to
command Helicopter Combat Support Squad-
ron EIGHT in Norfolk, VA, I call upon my col-
leagues to wish him and his wife, Anne-Marie,
and their young son, Sean, continued success
and the traditional Navy send-off ‘‘fair winds
and following seas.’’

f

IN TRIBUTE TO CHARLES M. HAIR,
M.D.

HON. ELTON GALLEGLY
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. GALLEGLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in trib-
ute to Charles M. Hair, M.D., cofounder and
President of the Livingston Memorial Founda-
tion and Chairman of the Board of Livingston
Memorial Visiting Nurse Association.

Dr. Hair was raised in my district, in the
farming community of Santa Paula, California.
He joined the U.S. Army after earning his M.D.
at the USC School of Medicine, and served
two years in an Army field hospital in post-
World War II Salzburg, Austria.

He returned to his home in Ventura County,
California, in 1948, and for the next 38 years
led a fulfilling life as a family doctor. He and
his wife, Gerry, whom he met when he was a
student at Ventura College and she a student
at Ventura High School, raised five children
here.

During that time, Dr. Hair made his home a
better home for all his neighbors. Dr. Hair’s
leadership in the field of nonprofit healthcare
philanthropy began in 1950 when he became
an active member of the Ventura County Med-
ical Society, of which he became president in
1958. He soon joined the Governing Council
of the California Medical Council and served
as CMA president from 1981 to 1983. Other
boards he served on through the years are the
California State Board of Consumer Affairs,
the California State Chamber of Commerce,
Western Conference of Prepaid Service Plan
and Blue Shield of California.

Perhaps his most enduring legacy is co-
founding Livingston Memorial Foundation in
1974 with Oxnard attorney Ben Nordman. The
Foundation provides grants to enhance local
patient care and make it available to people in
financial need. In 1981, the then-Ventura Vis-
iting Nurses Association, founded in 1947, af-
filiated with Livingston Memorial Foundation
and changed its name to Livingston Memorial
Visiting Nurse Association (LMVNA). Together,
the nonprofit organizations have greatly en-
hanced health care for those who otherwise
would not be able to afford it.

LMVNA was founded to provide home care
services as an alternative to institutionalizing
the frail, elderly, sick and disabled, an idea
dear to the heart of a family physician. In
1965, Medicare certified LMVNA as a home
health agency. In 1987—now affiliated with
Livingston Memorial Foundation—it developed
a Medicare-certified Hospice program. The
LMVNA Hospice program incorporates skilled
nursing care with a multidisciplinary team ap-
proach to meet the physical, emotional and
spiritual needs of the terminally ill and their
families.

Needed services are provided at reduced or
no charge to those who cannot afford to pay
for them.

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Hair ‘‘retired’’ in the mid-
1980s, but his dedication to his profession and
the ill continues undaunted. He is the epitome
of the family doctor, one who knows that diag-
nosing an illness is just one part of the healing
process. I know my colleagues will join me in
recognizing his vast contributions to medicine,
to his community, and to the ill, and thank him
for a lifetime of healing.

f

TRIBUTE TO RABBI ISRAEL
ZOBERMAN

HON. EDWARD L. SCHROCK
OF VIRGINIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. SCHROCK. Dear Mr. Speaker, it is with
great pleasure that I rise today to honor Rabbi
Israel Zoberman, spiritual leader of Congrega-
tion Beth Chaverim in Virginia Beach. He is
also the President of the Hampton Roads
Board of Rabbis, and Chairman of the Com-
munity Relations Council of the United Jewish
Federation of Tidewater. I would like to share
the following article that was written by Rabbi

Zoberman and appeared in the Virginian-Pilot
on August 13, 2001.

ISRAEL WILL FOCUS ON SURVIVAL FIRST,
PEACE LATER

I have just encountered a place like no
other where a watermelon may include an
explosive device and fanatic suicide bombers
threaten to rip apart all who happen to be in
their vicinity. Being in Jerusalem a week
ago, the latest terrifying carnage there has a
chilling immediacy of both numbness and
outrage! Can our Western mindset focused on
fulfilling our individual lives in the here and
now, catering to our every whim, understand
those young Islamic terrorists transformed
into martyrs with their bodies perfumed to
reach heavenly delights not before turning
earth into hell?

On a recent solidarity mission to Israel
sponsored by the Union of American Hebrew
Congregations (Judaism’s Reform branch), I
was exposed to that reality reminiscent of
the twilight zone, though the Israelis, to
their credit proceed almost with life as
usual. In fact, a major disaster was averted
in Haifa when a suicide bomber got cold feet,
an unusual occurrence. We were there to
offer our brethren the familial support that
only our physical presence could provide, so
essential to their ability to persevere in face
of a challenge not to them alone but to all
civilized life.

Israel’s dramatic accomplishments, aided
by the promise of peace, particularly shine
brightly in that part of the world, with a
GNP approaching Western Europe’s and a
second-to-none high-tech revolution reflec-
tive of its brain-power, underlying an alli-
ance with human progress and innovation. It
is even more impressive given the Israeli
context of security concerns while absorbing
a million immigrants from as diverse cul-
tures as the Russian and Ethiopian ones. The
great strides toward lasting peace with the
Arab world following bitter wars with only a
year ago reaching the brink of finally bury-
ing the hatchet with the resilient Pales-
tinian foe. That dream dashed by Chairman
Arafat who apparently could not grasp how
far his people came, turning instead to his
all too familiar way of violence in violation
of the Oslo Accords that he signed. Rabbi Mi-
chael Melchoir, Deputy Foreign Minister,
who was at Camp David, assured us that
former Prime Minister Barak indeed coura-
geously made the ‘‘historical concessions’’
inviting Arafat to respond constructively.
Melchoir emphasized that the present
lengthy crisis has created much hardship to
the Palestinian population with fifty-percent
unemployment and their towns under clo-
sure.

Perhaps it was the 1995 assassination of
Prime Minister Rabin by a Jewish extremist
that ultimately led to the deadly impasse.
Rabin and Arafat developed a personal bond
so essential for overcoming years of mutual
mistrust. The daughter of the general turned
peacemaker, Dalia Rabin-Pelosoff, who
serves as Deputy Defense Minister, movingly
reminded us at the Rabin Center For the
Study of Peace, that the fateful bullet con-
tinues to affect the Middle East’s destiny.
But the petite and assertive woman was also
adamant of the need to stand up to terrorism
and carefully separate the two peoples, in
which I wholeheartedly concur. Disconcert-
ingly, she reported of yet no information on
the fate of the three kidnapped Israeli sol-
diers including Benny Avraham of Tide-
water’s adopted Pardes Katz. At the same
setting, the new U.S. Ambassador to Israel,
Daniel Kurtzer, asked us in the midst of a
trying scenario to remember the end goal of
peace.

Prime Minister Ariel Sharon’s message to
us dwelled on the overriding importance of
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preserving our common Jewish identity and
his profound appreciation for the role played
by American Jewry, the bridge between the
small Jewish state and the tested ally and
true friend of the world’s sole super power,
which too has painfully faced Arab ter-
rorism. He is under heavy criticism for this
dovish transformation from his own Likkud
party and Israelis at large to end an intoler-
able situation that no state would put up
with. His targeting of Palestinian leaders en-
gaged in organized terror in which Arafat’s
non-democratic and corrupt Palestinian Au-
thority is a key factor, aims at reducing the
level of violence while avoiding the risk of a
wider war which, I believe, might not be pre-
vented after all. From the political left,
Yossi Beilin, the former Justice Minister and
architect of the Oslo Accords, told us of
Sharon’s need to negotiate with Arafat even
under fire. However, the latter’s message of
non-compromise is quite clear. Colonel (Res.)
Yigal Carmon, president of the Middle East
Media and Research Institute, proved to us
that the Arab leaders use double-talk in
English and Arabic. They are denying the
very basic assumptions of Jewish
peoplehood, its link to the land of Israel and
sacred bond to Jerusalem’s Temple Mount,
intent on covering Israel with Palestinian
refugees, whom they abandoned. Employing
traditional anti-Semitism, they also dis-
regard the Holocaust and continue to teach
their children to demonize Israelis and be-
come terrorists-martyrs.

Israel can not afford to give up its vision of
peace for itself and its neighbors, it is rooted
in its very being, sacrificing so long, much
for it. For now, it must insist that survival
comes first till Abba Eban’s proven maxim
will be disproved that ‘‘the Palestinians
never miss an opportunity to miss an oppor-
tunity.’’

f

THE TERRORIST ATTACKS LAST
WEEK IN NEW YORK CITY AND
WASHINGTON, D.C.

HON. JOHN J. DUNCAN, JR.
OF TENNESSEE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001
Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, many thou-

sands of families across this Nation were hurt
in terrible and tragic ways by the terrorist at-
tacks last week in New York City and Wash-
ington, D.C.

For them, there will be no closure, a word
I dislike, because I believe it is simply a word
used by those not directly affected to make
themselves feel better.

Those who lost loved ones or those who
suffered very severe injuries will have to learn
to cope with their losses and/or their injuries in
the best way possible, but it will be extremely
difficult, especially for parents who lost sons or
daughters or small children who lost a mother
or father.

So I certainly do not in any way want to
minimize their losses.

But, there has been an outpouring of love,
kindness and patriotism like I have never seen
in my lifetime.

There are thousands of people across this
country attempting to do everything they can
to bring good out of this bad, triumph out of
tragedy—horrible, horrible tragedy.

We have all been moved by many wonder-
ful people and the stories of the good they
have done.

But I want to especially call to the attention
of my colleagues, and readers of the record all

over the Nation, the actions of Melissa Kesling
and the words of Justin Wright, two out-
standing young people from East Tennessee.

Melissa is a 15-year-old sophomore at Far-
ragut High School in West Knox County, just
outside the City of Knoxville.

She had worked for many months as a clerk
in a doctor’s office and as a babysitter to save
money for a trip to Spain.

On her own, without her parents ever know-
ing, she donated her entire savings of $1,100
to the American Red Cross to assist in their
work arising out of these attacks.

Justin is a fifth-grade student at Ball Camp
Elementary School, also in Knox County.

He was given an assignment to write about
his feelings following the tragedies of Sep-
tember 11. He wrote the following words
(words I wish all Americans could read):

ATTACK ON THE U.S.A.

I wonder why someone would do such a
horrible thing? Whoever caused this tragedy
will be greatly punished.

At first I was scared because we live near
Oak Ridge, which has lots of nuclear weap-
ons. If the terrorists had attacked Oak
Ridge, we might have been injured or killed.

There may be a war, but I am not afraid.
Many men will be put to the test. I believe
in their ability to find and punish the mo-
rons responsible. I am still very upset, and I
wish I had some way to help the government
figure out who is responsible. If I were old
enough, I would volunteer to be a fighter
pilot and help punish these terrorists.

I feel so sorry for all the victims and their
families. I am glad that my family was nei-
ther on the airplanes nor in the damaged
buildings. If I were old enough, I would go to
New York and Washington to help the vic-
tims.

I have chosen not to dwell on this tragedy.
I will live my life in a cautious manner, but
I will not let the threat of terrorism ruin my
life. Our money says, ‘‘In God We Trust’’,
and this is what we should do. We need to
put our trust in God each and every day. The
Lord is our shepherd, and He will guide us
through the rest of our lives. I AM PROUD
TO BE AN AMERICAN!!!!!!!!

We would not need to worry about the fu-
ture of this Nation if all of our young people
were outstanding citizens and patriotic Ameri-
cans like Melissa Kesling and Justin Wright. I
am very proud of both of them.

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. SOLOMON P. ORTIZ
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably
detained during the following rollcall vote. Had
I been present, I would have voted as indi-
cated below.

Rollcall No. 343: ‘‘Yea.’’

TRIBUTE TO WILLIAM MCDONOUGH
ON BEING AWARDED THE 2001 JO-
SEPH AND FRANK DUVENECK
HUMANITARIAN AWARD FOR NA-
TIONAL SERVICE

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001
Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to

honor a proud American, William McDonough,
who is being honored with the 2001 Josephine
and Frank Duveneck Humanitarian Award for
national service on Saturday, September 22,
2001, in Los Altos Hills, California.

Recognized in 1999 as a ‘‘Hero for the
Planet’’ by Time Magazine, William
McDonough was the recipient of the first and
only Presidential Award for Sustainable Devel-
opment in 1996. An architect by training, he
has dedicated his life to reconnecting our citi-
zens with their surrounding environment.

The founder of William McDonough & Part-
ners, William McDonough’s architectural firm
was created to celebrate the creativity of the
human spirit and the abundance of nature.
Through his work and his advocacy, William
McDonough has consistently displayed an
abiding respect for ecology, social equity and
economy. Heeding an ultimate objective of re-
moving potential poisons from all products,
factories, and the natural landscape, William
McDonough creates consumer goods with bio-
degradable and synthetic materials that can
be recycled for future use. Many of the build-
ings he has designed create more energy than
they use in their own operation, an extraor-
dinarily important innovation for California and
the rest of the nation. William McDonough has
designed products and office buildings for
Nike, The Gap, and Palm, Inc.

William McDonough has dedicated his pro-
fessional life to strengthening the economic
and spiritual ties between our environment
and ourselves. It is therefore fitting that he is
being honored with the 2001 Josephine and
Frank Duveneck Humanitarian Award. Mr.
Speaker, I ask my colleagues today to join me
in honoring this special man who has given so
much to our community and our environment.
We are indeed a better country, a better plan-
et and a better people because of him.

f

TRIBUTE TO THE FIREFIGHTERS
OF THE THIRTYMILE FIRE

HON. JAY INSLEE
OF WASHINGTON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak in
honor of four heroic individuals from Wash-
ington State who gave their lives protecting
our precious national forests. On July 10,
2001, Tom Craven, Karen Fitzpatrick, Jessica
Johnson, and Devin Weaver died while bat-
tling a fire in the Okanogan National Forest.
The House of Representatives, rightly so, has
already passed a resolution honoring these
firefighters, but I would like to share with my
colleagues, and indeed the rest of the nation,
a little more about these courageous young
Americans whose lives were cut far too short.

Tom Craven, of Ellensburg, began working
for the Forest Service as a firefighter in 1990.
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Tom earned 11 letters from Cle Elum High
School in football, track, and basketball, and
played football at the College of the Red-
woods in Eureka, CA. He graduated from
Central Washington University in 1997, and
was the first member of the Craven family to
graduate from college and obtain a degree. A
devoted family man, Tom is survived by his
wife, Evelyn, and his two children.

Karen Fitzpatrick, of Yakima, had just grad-
uated from West Valley High School where
she was an honor student, soccer player, and
musician. She was involved in the Department
of Ecology’s Youth Corps, active in her church
and the Kiwanis Key Club, and loved to cook,
bake, and sew. Karen is survived by her par-
ents, John and Kathie Fitzpatrick.

Jessica Johnson, of Yakima, graduated from
West Valley High School in 1999 and was a
junior at Central Washington University major-
ing in Food Science and Nutrition. She loved
the outdoors and was strong in body and spir-
it. A volunteer at West Valley Fire Department
since 1998, Jessica is survived by her par-
ents, Jody Gray and Rick Johnson.

Devin Weaver, of Yakima, was enrolled in
Yakima Valley Community College since 1999
and was planning to pursue a degree in Elec-
trical Engineering from the University of Wash-
ington. He loved the outdoors and enjoyed
backpacking, hunting, and camping in his free
time. Since the eighth grade, Devin worked for
his father’s silk-flower manufacturing business
and always volunteered for extra work assign-
ments. Devin is survived by his parents, Ken
and Barbara Weaver.

Firefighters are on the front lines, every sin-
gle day, saving lives and safeguarding our
property and natural resources. While most of
us would immediately flee a smoky, fire-en-
gulfed home, building, or forest, these brave
souls choose to enter these dangerous places
sacrificing their safety for ours. I want to thank
them personally for their bravery and their
courage. Their heroism is of the same rank as
so many other American patriots who have
lost their lives in service to our country. Tom,
Karen, Jessica, and Devin—you are in our
thoughts and prayers.

f

TRIBUTE TO KATHLEEN BATTLE

HON. JOHN LEWIS
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I join

my fellow colleagues in the Congressional
Black Caucus to salute and pay tribute to
Kathleen Battle, a lyrical legend whose con-
tribution to the spirit of music is beyond meas-
ure.

In classic, poetic soprano, Kathleen Battle
has captivated millions through her perform-
ances around the world. The purity and pro-
jection of her voice has earned her broad ac-
claim as one of the premier vocalists of all
time. Her range travels through the era of Ba-
roque and into the realm of folk and contem-
porary jazz.

Kathleen Battle has distinguished herself as
one of the finest interpreters of Mozart, Ros-
sini and Donizetti. Her performances are often
described as ‘‘spellbinding’’ or ‘‘euphoric’’ as
she takes listeners to the seat of her own
soul, refusing to return them until the last
chord.

Kathleen Battle’s melodic, mesmorizing
voice has been featured with the world’s most
acclaimed orchestras and conductors including
Levine, Solti, Ozawa, Previn and Maazell. She
is a frequent guest at the festivals of Salzburg,
Ravinia and Tanglewood, and has toured ex-
tensively in recital across the United States,
Canada, Europe and the Far East. She per-
forms regularly at the Metropolitan Opera in
New York as well as at the opera houses of
Vienna, Paris, San Francisco, Chicago and
the Royal Opera House Covent Garden.

Appearing in concert and recording with
some of the world’s most renowned musi-
cians, including violinist Itzhak Perlman, flutist
Jean-Pierre Rampal, and tenors Luciano
Pavarotti and Placido Domingo, Kathleen Bat-
tle is a brilliant collaborative artist and favorite
among the best of the best. Hers is a lan-
guage of passion . . . raw emotion on stage
that cannot be paralleled.

Keen musical sensitivity and introspective
interpretation have won Kathleen Battle three
Grammy Awards. She is truly one of the most
distinguished recording artists of all time, hav-
ing released complete opera, concert, choral
and solo recital albums.

Kathleen Battle has left an indelible imprint
on the hearts of her fans and the souls of mu-
sicians to come. Today, we honor this great
American, but the legacy of her music will live
forever.

f

TRIBUTE TO MARTHELIA HAR-
GROVE ON BEING AWARDED THE
2001 JOSEPH AND FRANK
DUVENECK HUMANITARIAN
AWARD FOR REGIONAL SERVICE

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor a great American and distinguished
California, Marthelia Hargrove, who is being
honored with the 2001 Josephine and Frank
Duveneck Humanitarian Award for regional
service on Saturday, September 22, 2001, in
Los Altos Hills, California.

Named the National Principal of the Year for
2000–2001 by the National Alliance of Black
School, Educators Marthelia Hargrove has dis-
tinguished herself as a passionate advocate of
students and the disenfranchised, and as a
model of excellence in teaching and adminis-
tration.

A native of the segregated South, Marthelia
Hargrove traces her commitment to education
back to a one-room schoolhouse near Oxford,
North Carolina. A child growing up in the wake
of the depression, her parents endured great
sacrifice in order to ensure that Marthelia, her
sister and her brother received a decent edu-
cation. Marthelia Hargrove earned a scholar-
ship to study at Virginia Union University in
Richmond and a Master’s Degree in early
education form Petersburg’s Virginia State
University.

Having married while in Richmond,
Marthelia and her husband relocated to Santa
Clara 28 years ago where they’ve lived ever
since. In 1981, Marthelia Hargrove was ap-
pointed principal of the Brentwood Oaks
School in East Palo Alto. Nine years later, she
took the helm at Costaño School, determined

to transform this low-achieving elementary
school into a premier teaching institution. Dur-
ing her eleven-year tenure, she has more than
succeeded. Last year, Costaño’s score in the
California Academic Performance Index was
142 points higher than the previous year and
84 points higher than the state median.

The recipient of the Ravenswood Principal
of the Year Award, Marthelia Hargrove has
also been honored by the Mid-peninsula
NAACP, the San Jose University Department
of Teacher Education, the Ravenswood Com-
munity Nguzo Saba Committee, the San
Mateo County Sheriff’s Department and the
City of East Palo Alto. A member of the Na-
tional Political Congress of Black Women, she
also serves on the Board of the East Palo Alto
Kids Foundation.

Marthelia Hargrove has dedicated her life to
building extraordinary educational institutions
that involve students, parents and community
members as stakeholders and beneficiaries.
She has worked hard to provide a brighter fu-
ture for underprivileged children and for chil-
dren of diverse ethnicities and backgrounds. It
is therefore fitting that Marthelia Hargrove is
being honored with the 2001 Josephine and
Frank Duveneck Humanitarian Award. Mr.
Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me today
in honoring this great and good woman who
has given so much to our young citizens and
to our educational institutions. We are indeed
a better nation, a better community and a bet-
ter people because of her.

f

IN HONOR OF JEREMY GLICK OF
WEST MILFORD, NEW JERSEY

HON. MARGE ROUKEMA
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mrs. ROUKEMA Mr. Speaker, I rise today
with a heavy heart to honor the great bravery,
courage, and patriotism of Jeremy Glick of
West Milford, New Jersey. His acts of excep-
tional bravery, valor, and patriotism are worthy
of the Congress granting Jeremy the Congres-
sional Gold Medal.

Jeremy Glick was a passenger on board
United Airlines Flight #93 that on September
11, 2001, departed from Newark International
Airport at 8:01 a.m. on its scheduled route to
San Francisco, California, with 7 crew-
members and 37 passengers on board. Short-
ly after departure, the plane was hijacked by
terrorists. At 10:37 a.m. United Airlines Flight
93 crashed near Shanksville, Pennsylvania
killing all on board.

It is clear from the evidence that after learn-
ing that other hijacked planes had been used
to attack the World Trade Center in New York
City, Jeremy and others onboard United Air-
lines Flight #93 decided to fight the terrorists
for control of the plane. Their brave defiance
appear to have caused United Flight #93 to
crash prematurely, potentially saving hundreds
of thousands of lives. It is widely believed that
the White House or the Capitol was the target
of the terrorists.

Jeremy was a devoted family man. His wife
Lyzbeth had recently given birth to their
daughter Emerson. Anyone who has seen the
picture of Jeremy holding his baby daughter
can clearly see the deep love that was in his
heart.

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 06:07 Sep 21, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\K20SE8.001 pfrm01 PsN: E20PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E1685September 20, 2001
Jeremy was a man who loved life. Lyz, his

brother Jared, or any of his friends could tell
you endless stories that end in laughter. Iron-
ically, Jeremy and his buddies dressed up like
their favorite super heroes a couple of weeks
ago. Jeremy dressed up as the Green Lan-
tern. Little would we know that on September
11, 2001, Jeremy became a super hero.

Soon after the terrorists took over the plane,
Jeremy called his wife on his cell phone. Jer-
emy told his family about the terrorists and the
location of the plane. Jeremy’s family relayed
the information to the police over another
phone line. After Jeremy learned that other
terrorists crashed planes into the World Trade
Center he left his phone for a while and return
to say that the men voted to attack the terror-
ists. He left the phone and said he would be
back—he never came back on the line.

It is not hard to imagine that Jeremy decid-
ing to join with other passengers to fight the
terrorists. He was well over six-feet and was
a college judo champion. It was reported that
Jeremy faced down the terrorists armed only
with a plastic knife from an airline meal. I be-
lieve that Jeremy did not even need the plastic
knife because he had courage and bravery on
his side when he fought with the cowards who
commandeered the plane.

Jeremy’s last words to his wife were, ‘‘Lyz,
I need you to be happy.’’ It should be the
hope and prayer of all Americans that Lyz will
be happy. Lyz said after the crash, ‘‘I think
God had a larger purpose for him. He was
supposed to fly out the night before, but
couldn’t. I had Emmy one month early, so Jer-
emy got to see her. You can’t tell me God isn’t
at work here.’’ I believe God is at work with
the Glicks.

One thing that Lyz can definitely be, as we
all are, is proud. The incredible courage and
bravery that Jeremy showed in the face of cer-
tain danger is not only an inspiration to us all
but a bright light in the flame that burns in the
hearts of all freedom loving people. When Jer-
emy died, he did it on his own terms—fighting
against evil, with a brave heart, and boundless
courage to sacrifice himself so many others
could live.

Now our nation faces a long and hard strug-
gle to rid the world of the evil that took
Jeremy’s and so many others lives on Sep-
tember 11. Many thousands of our men and
women in uniform will meet the challenge. Jer-
emy though not expecting to be became one
of the first ‘‘soldiers’’ in this crusade. I will for-
ever remember and honor Jeremy as a true
American superhero.

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of this meas-
ure.

God bless Jeremy Glick and God bless
America.

f

TRIBUTE TO MARY CURTIS DAVEY
ON BEING AWARDED THE 2001 JO-
SEPH AND FRANK DUVENECK
HUMANITARIAN AWARD FOR
LOCAL SERVICE

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor a great American and distinguished Cal-
ifornian, Mary Curtis Davey, who is being hon-

ored with the 2001 Josephine and Frank
Duveneck Humanitarian Award for local serv-
ice on Saturday, September 22, 2001, in Los
Altos Hills, California.

In 1966, Mary Curtis Davey became the first
woman to serve on the Los Altos Hills City
Council. during her 6-year tenure, she distin-
guished herself through her unparalleled sup-
port of open space and fair housing. Through
her civic and community involvement, Mary
Curtis Davey has improved countless lies on
the Peninsula, by focusing on housing for low-
income residents, basic services for the elder-
ly, and encouraging others to engage in volun-
teer work, non-profit organizations and local
government. Among the organizations that
have benefited from her effective leadership
are the United Way of Santa Clara County,
the American Red Cross, Avenidas, Bay Area
Action, and Committee for Green Foothills.

At the request of legendary humanitarian
Josephine Duveneck, Mary Curtis Davey
joined the Board of Trust for the Hidden Villa
environmental Preserve in 1966 where she
served for 20 years, including four as its presi-
dent. A 1600-acre oasis for both children and
adults, the Hidden Villa provides a forum for
participants to take part in educational and
community-building programs that teach social
justice and respect for all living things. In
1971, Mary Curtis Davey organized the
Friends of Hidden Villa to continue fund rais-
ing, and in 1997 she chaired the annual
Duveneck Awards Dinner for multicultural pro-
grams.

Mary Curtis Davey helped found the
Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District in
1972, an invaluable organization created to
safeguard, protect and preserve open space in
and around the urban areas of Silicon Valley.
The District’s 23 preserves are open to the
public free of charge. Mary Curtis Davey now
serves on the Board of Directors for the Dis-
trict, representing the communities of
Cupertino, Sunnyvale, Los Altos Hills and
Stanford.

Since 1960, when she and her husband,
Jack, and their three children first arrived in
California from Maryland, Mary Curtis Davey
has championed thee and other causes
among a host of volunteer and non-profit orga-
nizations. She has been an exceptional voice
and a passionate advocate for improving the
quality of life in our community. It is therefore
fitting that Mary Curtis Davey is being honored
with the 2001 Josephine and Frank Duveneck
Humanitarian Award. Mr. Speaker, I ask my
colleagues to join me in honoring this great
and good woman who has given so much to
our community and to our environment. We
are indeed a better nation, a better society
and a better people because of her.

f

STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN
CHRISTOPHER SHAYS ON THE
SEPTEMBER 11TH FAMILIES
STAMP ACT

HON. CHRISTOPHER SHAYS
OF CONNECTICUT

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, September 20, 2001

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, earlier today Con-
gresswoman CAPPS and I introduced bipar-
tisan legislation to create a postal stamp to
honor the memories of those lost in the Sep-

tember 11th terrorist attacks and raise money
to help their families.

The outpouring of support from across the
country following last week’s tragedy has been
truly remarkable and speaks volumes about
the capacity of Americans to join together to
help those in need. It is in this spirit of com-
passion that we are introducing this legislation.

The September 11th Families Stamp Act
authorizes the U.S. Postal Service to issue a
semipostal stamp, similar to the breast cancer
research stamp which has raised $20 million.
Money raised from the stamp will assist the
families of the victims from the World Trade
Center, the Pentagon, and United Airlines
flight 93.

Mr. Speaker, our first responsibility as a na-
tion is to console the families who have lost
loved ones and heal the wounded. The legis-
lation we are introducing will allow us to cele-
brate the lives of the victims and provide much
needed support to their families.

I urge my colleagues to cosponsor the Sep-
tember 11th Families Stamp Act.

f

CONDEMNING BIGOTRY AND VIO-
LENCE AGAINST ARAB-AMERI-
CANS, AMERICAN MUSLIMS, AND
AMERICANS FROM SOUTH ASIA

SPEECH OF

HON. MARCY KAPTUR
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 14, 2001

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support
of this resolution condemning bigotry and vio-
lence against Arab-Americans. I am proud to
be a cosponsor of this resolution introduced
by the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. BONIOR,
and I thank the distinguished majority leader,
Mr. ARMEY, for his active support of the reso-
lution.

This past week our precious nation has suf-
fered a great amount of pain and sorrow in-
flicted by horrible individuals who have no re-
spect for innocent life. America can ill-afford to
have our own people unfairly and unjustifiably
inflicting even more pain on other Americans
or friends of Americans who are of Arab herit-
age or of the Muslim faith, and who bear no
responsibility for the events of September
11th. In fact, they have joined with their neigh-
bors in condemning this heinous attack. Arab
Americans deserve to be recognized as the
patriotic individuals they are, not victimized for
their heritage. Indeed, the greatest enemy of a
radical Islamic terrorist is a practicing Muslim.

This past Tuesday evening, as the Toledo
Blade reported in its September 19th edition,
‘‘about 1,500 people, a . . . mix of Christians
and Muslims, gathered . . . at the Islamic
Center of Greater Toledo in Perrysburg Town-
ship to encircle the mosque, pray for the safe-
ty of those who worship within, and sing patri-
otic songs.

‘‘American flags were everywhere—medium-
sized ones along the driveways, a large one
hanging from the mosque’s roof, and small
red, white, and blue stickers adorning every-
one’s clothing.

‘‘The people making up the crowd, many of
whom rarely cross paths, made an effort to
reach out to one another in this time of na-
tional crisis.’’

There will be many images that we recall
from last week. One, which will always stand
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out for me, is the image of the Statue of Lib-
erty erect in New York Harbor. More impor-
tantly, the values for which she stands are
lodged deeper in our hearts. While Lady Lib-
erty witnessed this assault on peace, she re-
mains a beacon calling for our tired but valiant
and indispensable rescue workers. She reas-
sures our fellow citizens who lost their loved
ones. And she encourages our huddled neigh-
bors throughout America who are offering sup-
port for one another, as we discover who
made this assault on freedom and why. She
continues to lift her lamp beside the golden
door of freedom. She increases our resolve as
Americans. She lifts her lamp to celebrate the
thousands who did survive, and to illuminate
those who banded together in one of the most
tremendous outpourings of selflessness in our
nation’s history.

The depth of the American people’s re-
sourcefulness has been demonstrated to the
entire world. Our nation will prevail over the
most recent challenge to our liberties. We will
actively embrace the precious diversity that is
America. Our families hail from throughout the
world, with religious convictions of every faith.
Our diverse population offers the strongest na-
tion in support of freedom in the world.

Over the years, many people of Arab herit-
age have come to call the United States
home. They are just as loyal as any other
American and deserve equal treatment. I know
in my own community of Toledo one could not
have asked for a stronger show of patriotism
than what I had heard from so many Arab
Americans wanting to know what they could
do to help the victims of Tuesday’s assault.

It was truly sad to hear the stories of Arab
Americans around the nation, including some

in my community, who were the targets of
wrong-placed anger. I share the intense feel-
ing that our nation and our people have been
immeasurably hurt. But I firmly believe that as
a people we must commit ourselves to fighting
the terrorism that invaded our shores, not suc-
cumb to its infective powers by lashing out at
the innocent.

We need to honor the lives that were lost,
celebrate the heroes that created another
wonderful moment in our nation’s stunning his-
tory, and emulate the people of Toledo who
came together across faiths and across herit-
age to form what Hussein Barby described as
‘‘like a family.’’

Our American family has been hurt. And in
the best American tradition, let our family band
together at a time when our strength lies in
our unity.
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Daily Digest
HIGHLIGHTS

House of Representatives and Senate met in Joint Session to receive a
message from the President.

Senate
Chamber Action
Routine Proceedings, pages S9551–S9560
Measures Introduced: Three bills and one resolu-
tion were introduced, as follows: S. 1441–1443, and
S. Res. 161.                                                                   Page S9557

Escort Committee: A unanimous-consent agreement
was reached providing that the President pro tem-
pore of the Senate be authorized to appoint a com-
mittee on the part of the Senate to join with a like
committee on the part of the House of Representa-
tives to escort the President of the United States
into the House Chamber for the joint session to be
held at 9 p.m., on Thursday, September 20, 2001.
                                                                                            Page S9551

Messages From the President: Senate received the
following message from the President of the United
States:

Transmitting the President’s address concerning
the terrorist attack on New York’s World Trade
Center, delivered to a Joint Session of Congress on
September 20, 2001; which was ordered to lie on
the table. (PM–43)                                            Pages S9553–55

Executive Communications:                             Page S9556

Executive Reports of Committees:               Page S9557

Measures Referred:                                                 Page S9555

Measures Placed on Calendar:                        Page S9555

Statements on Introduced Bills:                    Page S9558

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S9557–58

Amendments Submitted:                           Pages S9559–60

Additional Statements:                                        Page S9553

Enrolled Bills Presented:                                    Page S9556

Notices of Hearings/Meetings:                        Page S9560

Adjournment: Senate met at 8:31 p.m. and ad-
journed at 9:44 p.m., until 9 a.m., on Friday, Sep-
tember 21, 2001. (For Senate’s program, see the re-

marks of the Acting Majority Leader in today’s
Record on page S9560.)

Committee Meetings
(Committees not listed did not meet)

FINANCIAL MARKETS
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs:
Committee concluded hearings on the condition of
the financial markets, after receiving testimony from
Paul O’Neill, Secretary of the Treasury; Alan Green-
span, Chairman, Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve; Harvey L. Pitt, Chairman, Securities and
Exchange Commission; and Richard A. Grasso, New
York Stock Exchange, Hardwick Simmons, Nasdaq
Stock Market, and Robert Glauber, National Asso-
ciation of Securities Dealers, Inc., all of New York,
New York.

NOMINATIONS
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation:
Committee ordered favorably reported the nomina-
tion of Marion Blakey, of Mississippi, to be a Mem-
ber and Chairman of the National Transportation
Safety Board, and Joseph M. Clapp, of North Caro-
lina, to be Administrator of the Federal Motor Car-
rier Safety Administration, and Read Van de Water,
of North Carolina, to be an Assistant Secretary, both
of the Department of Transportation.

AVIATION SECURITY
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation:
Committee held hearings to examine federal aviation
security standards, focusing on aviation related com-
puter systems, airport access controls, and passenger
and carry-on baggage screening, including how the
United States and selected other countries differ in
their screening practices, receiving testimony from
Norman Y. Mineta, Secretary, Michael Jackson, Dep-
uty Secretary, and Jane F. Garvey, Administrator,
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Federal Aviation Administration, all of the Depart-
ment of Transportation; Gerald L. Dillingham, Di-
rector, Physical Infrastructure Issues, General Ac-
counting Office; John Meenan, Air Transport Asso-
ciation, Duane Woerth, Air Line Pilots Association,
International, and Paul Hudson, Aviation Consumer
Action Project, all of Washington, D.C.; and Charles
Barclay, American Association of Airport Executives,
Alexandria, Virginia.

Hearings recessed subject to call.

TRANSPORTATION INDUSTRY
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation:
Committee held hearings to examine the financial
state of the transportation industry in light of the
recent terrorist attacks and the potential need for
Federal financial assistance, receiving testimony from
David M. Walker, Comptroller General of the
United States, General Accounting Office; Leo F.
Mullin, Delta Air Lines, and Mark Cooper, Con-
sumer Federation of America, both of Washington,
D.C.; Kerry B. Skeen, Atlantic Coast Airlines Hold-
ings, Inc., Dulles, Virginia; Robert Roach, Jr., Inter-
national Association of Machinists and Aerospace
Workers, Upper Marlboro, Maryland; Harry Pinson,

Credit Suisse/First Boston, Houston, Texas; and Ray
Neidl, ABN Amro, Inc., New York, New York.

Hearings recessed subject to call.

POSTAL OPERATIONS
Committee on Governmental Affairs: Subcommittee on
International Security, Proliferation and Federal Serv-
ices concluded hearings to examine the annual report
of the Postmaster General and the impact of terrorist
attacks on postal operations, after receiving testi-
mony from John E. Potter, Postmaster General and
Chief Executive Officer, and Kenneth C. Weaver,
Chief Postal Inspector, United States Postal Inspec-
tion Service, both of the United States Postal Serv-
ice.

NOMINATIONS
Committee on the Judiciary: Committee concluded
hearings on the nominations of Benigno G. Reyna,
of Texas, to be Director of the United States Mar-
shals Service, and Jay B. Stephens, of Virginia, to be
Associate Attorney General, both of the Department
of Justice, after the nominees testified and answered
questions in their own behalf.

h

House of Representatives
Chamber Action
Measures Introduced: No measures were intro-
duced.
Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows:

H.R. 2904, making appropriations for military
construction, family housing, and base realignment
and closure for the Department of Defense for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2002 (H. Rept.
107–207); and

Committee on Appropriations report on Suballoca-
tion of Budget Allocations for Fiscal Year 2002 (H.
Rept. 107–208).                                                         Page H5863

Speaker Pro Tempore: Read a letter from the
Speaker wherein he appointed Representative Simp-
son to act as Speaker pro tempore for today.
                                                                                            Page H5737

Guest Chaplain: The prayer was offered by the Rev.
Dr. Harold Bales, District Superintendent, United
Methodist Church of Salisbury, North Carolina.
                                                                                            Page H5737

President Bush’s Address to the Joint Session of
Congress and the American People—A Country

Awakened to Danger and Called to Defend
Freedom: President George W. Bush delivered his
message to a joint session of Congress. He was es-
corted into the House Chamber by a committee
comprised of Representatives DeLay, Watts of Okla-
homa, Gephardt, and Bonior, Senators Daschle, Reid
of Nevada, Lott, and Nickles. The Speaker declared
the joint session dissolved at 9:45 p.m.
                                                                                    Pages H5859–62

Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules
and pass the following measures:

Southeastern University of the District of Co-
lumbia Charter Amendment: H.R. 2061, to amend
the charter of Southeastern University of the District
of Columbia;                                                         Pages H5739–40

District of Columbia Family Court Act: H.R.
2657, to amend title 11, District of Columbia Code,
to redesignate the Family Division of the Superior
Court of the District of Columbia as the Family
Court of the Superior Court, to recruit and retain
trained and experienced judges to serve in the Fam-
ily Court, to promote consistency and efficiency in
the assignment of judges to the Family Court and
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in the consideration of actions and proceedings in
the Family Court (agreed to by a yea-and-nay vote
of 408 yeas with none voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 343);
and                                                               Pages H5740–50, H5764

Juvenile Crime Control and Delinquency Pre-
vention Act: H.R. 1900, to amend the Juvenile Jus-
tice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 to pro-
vide quality prevention programs and accountability
programs relating to juvenile delinquency.
                                                                                    Pages H5750–64

DOD Authorization Bill for FY 2002: The House
completed general debate and began considering
amendments to H.R. 2586, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2002 for military activities of the
Department of Defense and to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for fiscal year 2002. Further consid-
eration of the bill will resume at a later date.
                                                                             Pages H5765–H5856

Agreed to:
Stump en bloc amendment consisting of the fol-

lowing amendments made in order and printed in
the Congressional Record of Sept. 19: Hall of Ohio,
Manzullo, Lantos, Spratt, Stearns (No. 50), Weldon
of Pennsylvania (No. 81), Ehrlich, Kirk, Boyd, Farr
of California, and Lewis of California and
                                                                                    Pages H5846–51

Stump en bloc amendment consisting of the fol-
lowing amendments made in order and printed in
the Congressional Record of Sept. 19: Ose, Bereuter,
Underwood, Gilchrest, Strickland, Velázquez, Stearns
(No. 46), Tauscher, Weldon of Pennsylvania (No.
70), Weldon of Pennsylvania (No. 78) and Kelly.
                                                                                    Pages H5851–56

Legislative Branch Appropriations Conference:
The House disagreed with the Senate amendments to
H.R. 2647, making appropriations for the Legisla-
tive Branch for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2002, and agreed to a conference. Appointed as con-
ferees: Chairman Young of Florida and Representa-
tives Taylor of North Carolina, Wamp, Lewis of
California, LaHood, Sherwood, Obey, Moran of Vir-
ginia, Hoyer, and Kaptur.                                     Page H5857

Veterans Affairs, HUD Appropriations: The
House disagreed with the Senate amendment to
H.R. 2620, making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Veterans Affairs and Housing and Urban
Development, and for sundry independent agencies,
boards, commissions, corporations, and offices for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2002, and agreed
to a conference. Appointed as conferees: Chairman
Young of Florida and Representatives Walsh, DeLay,
Hobson, Knollenberg, Frelinghuysen, Northup,
Sununu, Goode, Aderholt, Obey, Mollohan, Kaptur,
Meek, Price, Cramer, and Fattah.                      Page H5857

Energy and Water Appropriations: The House
disagreed with the Senate amendment to H.R. 2311,
making appropriations for energy and water develop-
ment for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2002,
and agreed to a conference. Appointed as conferees:
Chairman Young of Florida, and Representatives
Callahan, Rogers, Frelinghuysen, Latham, Wicker,
Wamp, Emerson, Doolittle, Obey, Visclosky, Ed-
wards, Pastor, Clyburn, and Roybal-Allard.
                                                                                            Page H5857

Interior Appropriations: The House disagreed with
the Senate amendment to H.R. 2217, making appro-
priations for the Department of the Interior and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year ending September
30, 2002, and agreed to a conference. Appointed as
conferees: Chairman Young of Florida, and Rep-
resentatives Skeen, Regula, Kolbe, Taylor of North
Carolina, Nethercutt, Wamp, Kingston, Peterson of
Pennsylvania, Obey, Dicks, Murtha, Moran of Vir-
ginia, Hinchey, and Sabo.                                      Page H5857

Commerce, Justice, State Appropriations Bill Re-
turned to the Senate: The House agreed to H. Res.
240, returning to the Senate the bill H.R. 2500,
making appropriations for the Departments of Com-
merce, Justice, and State, the Judiciary, and related
agencies for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2002.                                                                        Pages H5857–59

Recess: The House recessed at 11:47 a.m. and re-
convened at 12:05 p.m.                                          Page H5764

Recess: The House recessed at 3:35 p.m. and recon-
vened at 3:54 p.m.                                                    Page H5857

Recess: The House recessed at 4:07 p.m. and recon-
vened at 8:41 p.m.                                                    Page H5859

Recess: The House recessed at 9:45 p.m.; subject to
the call of the Chair.                                                Page H5862

Senate Message: Messages received from the Senate
today appear on pages H5737 and H5859.
Quorum Calls—Votes: One yea-and-nay vote de-
veloped during the proceedings of the House today
and appears on page H5764. There were no quorum
calls.
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and is in
recess subject to the call of the Chair.

Committee Meetings
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND D.C.
APPROPRIATIONS; BUDGET ALLOCATIONS
Committee on Appropriations: Ordered reported the fol-
lowing appropriations for Fiscal Year 2002: Military
Construction and the District of Columbia.

The Committee also approved revised Suballoca-
tion of Budget Allocations for Fiscal Year 2002.
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WELFARE REFORM
Committee on Education and the Workforce: Sub-
committee on the 21st Century held a hearing on
‘‘Welfare Reform: An Examination of Effects.’’ Testi-
mony was heard from Joel Potts, Temporary Assist-
ance for Needy Families Policy Administrator, De-
partment of Job and Family Services, State of Ohio;
and public witnesses.

NATIONAL ELECTRICITY POLICY
Committee on Energy and Commerce, Subcommittee on
Energy and Air Quality held a hearing entitled ‘‘Na-
tional Electricity Policy: Federal Government Per-
spectives.’’ Testimony was heard from the following
officials of the Department of Energy: Francis Blake,
Deputy Secretary; and Patrick Wood, Chairman,
Linda K. Breathitt, Nora Mead-Brownell and Wil-
liam L. Massey, all with the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission.

WAR ON TERRORISM PREPARATION
Committee on Government Reform: Held a hearing on
‘‘Preparing for the War on Terrorism.’’ Testimony
was heard from Gen. Anthony Zinni, U.S. Marine
Corps (Ret.); Benjamin Netanyahu, former Prime
Minister of Israel; and public witnesses.

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR OF PUBLIC
LANDS BY LESSEES
Committee on Resources, Subcommittee on Fisheries
Conservation, Wildlife and Oceans, hearing on H.R.
1370, to amend the National Wildlife Refuge Sys-
tem Administration Act of 1966 to authorize the
Secretary of the Interior to provide for maintenance
and repair of buildings and properties located on
lands in the National Wildlife Refuge System by
lessees of such facilities. Testimony was heard from
Daniel M. Ashe, Chief, National Wildlife Refuge
System, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Department
of the Interior; and public witnesses.

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Sub-
committee on Economic Development, Public Build-
ings and Emergency Management approved for full
Committee action the following: H.R. 525, amend-
ed, Preparedness Against Domestic Terrorism Act of
2001; GSA Fiscal Year 2002 Capital Investment and
Leasing Program-Remaining Prospectuses; H.R. 852,
to designate the Federal building and United States
Courthouse to be constructed at 10 East Commerce
Street in Youngstown, Ohio, as the ‘‘Nathaniel R.
Jones and Frank J. Battisti Federal Building and
United States Courthouse;’’ and S. 378, to redesig-
nate the Federal building located at 3348 South
Kedzie Avenue, in Chicago, Illinois, as the ‘‘Paul
Simon Chicago Job Corps Center.’’

AMERICAN WETLAND RESTORATION ACT
Committee on Transportation: Subcommittee on Water
Resources and Environment held a hearing on H.R.
1474, American Wetland Restoration Act. Testi-
mony was heard from Representative Jones of North
Carolina; Dominic Izzo, Principal Deputy Assistant
Secretary (Civil Works), Corps of Engineers, Depart-
ment of the Army; G. Tracy Mehan, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Water, EPA; and public wit-
nesses.

VETERANS LEGISLATION
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Held a hearing on the
following bills: H.R. 2716, Homeless Veterans As-
sistance Act of 2001; and H.R. 936, Heather French
Henry Homeless Veterans Assistance Act. Testimony
was heard from the following officials of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs: Frances Murphy, M.D.,
Deputy Secretary, Health; and John Kuhn, Chief,
New Jersey Homeless Services; Roy A, Bernardi, As-
sistant Secretary, Community Planning and Develop-
ment, Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment; representatives of various veterans organiza-
tions; and Heather French Henry, Miss America
2000.

MEDICAL CARE COLLECTION FUND
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Subcommittee on Over-
sight and Investigations held a hearing to review the
Department of Veterans Affairs Medical Care Collec-
tion Fund (MCCF). Testimony was heard from Ste-
ven P. Backhus, Director, Health Care-VA and Mili-
tary Health Issues, GAO; the following officials of
the Department of Veterans Affairs: Richard Griffin,
Inspector General; and Thomas L. Garthwaite, M.D.,
Under Secretary, Health.
f

NEW PUBLIC LAWS
(For last listing of Public Laws, see DAILY DIGEST of September 4,

2001, p. D858 )

H.R. 2882, to provide for the expedited payment
of certain benefits for a public safety officer who was
killed or suffered a catastrophic injury as a direct
and proximate result of a personal injury sustained
in the line of duty in connection with the terrorist
attacks of September 11, 2001. Signed on September
18, 2001. (Public Law 107–37)

H.R. 2888, making emergency supplemental ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2001 for additional dis-
aster assistance, for anti-terrorism initiatives, and for
assistance in the recovery from the tragedy that oc-
curred on September 11, 2001. Signed on September
18, 2001. (Public Law 107–38)

S.J. Res. 22, expressing the sense of the Senate
and House of Representatives regarding the terrorist
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attacks launched against the United States on Sep-
tember 11, 2001. Signed on September 18, 2001.
(Public Law 107–39)

S.J. Res. 23, to authorize the use of United States
Armed Forces against those responsible for the recent
attacks launched against the United States. Signed
on September 18, 2001. (Public Law 107–40)

H.R. 2133, to establish a commission for the pur-
pose of encouraging and providing for the com-
memoration of the 50th anniversary of the Supreme
Court decision in Brown v. Board of Education.
Signed on September 18, 2001. (Public Law
107–41)
f

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 2001

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated)

Senate
Committee on Foreign Relations: to hold hearings on the

nomination of Arlene Render, of Virginia, to be Ambas-
sador to the Republic of Cote d’Ivoire; the nomination of
Mattie R. Sharpless, of North Carolina, to be Ambassador
to the Central African Republic; the nomination of R.
Barrie Walkley, of California, to be Ambassador to the
Republic of Guinea; the nomination of Jackson McDon-
ald, of Florida, to be Ambassador to the Republic of The
Gambia; the nomination of Kevin Joseph McGuire, of
Maryland, to be Ambassador to the Republic of Namibia;
the nomination of Ralph Leo Boyce, Jr., of Virginia, to
be Ambassador to the Republic of Indonesia; and the
nomination of Robert W. Jordan, of Texas, to be Ambas-
sador to the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, 12 p.m., SD–419.

Committee on Governmental Affairs: to hold hearings to
examine the U.S. response to homeland attacks, 9:30
a.m., SD–106.

House
Committee on Energy and Commerce, Subcommittee on

Health and the Subcommittee on Oversight and Inves-
tigations, joint hearing entitled ‘‘Medicare Drug Reim-
bursements: A Broken System for Patients and Tax-
payers,’’ 9:30 a.m., 2123 Rayburn.

Committee on Financial Services, Subcommittee on Inter-
national ‘Monetary Policy and Trade, to consider the fol-
lowing measures: H.R. 2604, to authorize the United
States to participate in and contribute to the seventh re-
plenishment of the resources of the Asian Development
Fund and the fifth replenishment of the resources of the
International Fund for Agricultural Development, and to
set forth additional policies of the United States towards
the African Development Bank, the African Development
Bank, the Inter-American Development Bank, and the
European Bank for Reconstruction and Development; and
H.R. 2871, Export-Import Reauthorization Act of 2001,
9:30 a.m., 2128 Rayburn.

Committee on Government Reform, Subcommittee on the
District of Columbia, hearing on ‘‘Mass Transit in the
National Capital Region: Meeting Future Capital Needs,’’
followed by a markup of the following: H.R. 2305,
Criminal Justice Coordinating Council Restructuring Act
of 2001; and the District of Columbia Fiscal Integrity
Act of 2001, 10 a.m., 2154 Rayburn.

Subcommittee on Energy Policy, Natural Resources
and Regulatory Affairs, hearing on ‘‘Creating a New EPA
Department,’’ 9:30 a.m., 2247 Rayburn.

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, Sub-
committee on Aviation, hearing on Aviation Security and
the Future of the Aviation Industry, 10 a.m., 2167 Ray-
burn.
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Next Meeting of the SENATE

9 a.m., Friday, September 21

Senate Chamber

Program for Friday: Senate will consider the nomina-
tions of Sharon Prost, of the District of Columbia, to be
United States Circuit Judge for the Federal Circuit, and
Reggie B. Walton, of the District of Columbia, to be
United States District Judge for the District of Columbia,
with votes on confirmation of the nominations to occur
thereon at approximately 9:20 a.m.

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

9 a.m., Friday, September 21

House Chamber

Program for Friday: Consideration of H.R. 2904, Mili-
tary Construction, Family Housing, and Base Realign-
ment Appropriations; and

Consideration of Air Transportation System Stabiliza-
tion Act.
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